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APPENDIX  A;  MODIFIED  MERCALLI  INTENSITY  SCALE 
(Housner  1970) 


Intensity 

I 

II 

III 

IV 

V 

VI 

VII 

VIII 

IX 

X 

XI 

XII 


_ Description _ _ 

Detected  only  by  sensitive  instruments 

Felt  by  a  few  persons  at  rest,  especially  on  upper  floors; 
delicate  suspended  objects  may  swing 

Felt  noticeably  indoors,  but  not  always  recognized  as  a  quake; 
standing  autos  rock  slightly,  vibration  like  passing  truck 

Felt  indoors  by  many,  outdoors  by  a  few;  at  night  some  awaken; 
dishes,  windows,  doors  disturbed;  motor  cars  rock  noticeably 

Felt  by  most  people;  some  breakage  of  dishes,  windows,  and 
plaster;  disturbance  of  tall  objects 

Felt  by  all;  many  are  frightened  and  run  outdoors;  falling 
plaster  and  chimneys;  damage  small 

Everybody  runs  outdoors;  damage  to  buildings  varies,  depending 
on  quality  of  construction;  noticed  by  drivers  of  autos 

Panel  walls  thrown  out  of  frames;  fall  of  walls,  monuments, 
chimneys;  sand  and  mud  ejected;  drivers  of  autos  disturbed 

Buildings  shifted  off  foundations,  cracked,  thrown  out  of  plumb; 
ground  cracked;  underground  pipes  broken 

Most  masonry  and  frame  structures  destroyed;  ground  cracked; 
rails  bent;  landslides 

New  structures  remain  standing;  bridges  destroyed;  fissures  in 
ground;  pipes  broken;  landslides,  rails  bent 

Damage  total;  waves  seen  on  ground  surface;  lines  of  sight  and 
level  distorted;  objects  thrown  up  into  air 
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APPENDIX  B: 


SUMMARY  OF  SAND  AND  FINE-GRAINED  ALLUVIAL  SOILS 
ENCOUNTERED  IN  EXPLORATION  HOLES 


Table  B1 


Drill 

hole 

DH-5 

9 

- 

33  * 

Gravelly  sand  and  sandy  gravel; 

loose  to  mod.  compact,  occ. 
cobbles 

Drill 

hole 

D-10 

25 

- 

34 

Clayey,  silty  sand;  occ,  rock  frags 

Drill 

hole 

D-12 

10 

. 

22  * 

Silty  sand;  occ.  rock  frags.,  wood 

chips  and  white  shells 

30 

45 

Silty  sand;  black,  occ.  gravel,  roc! 

frags.,  and  white  shells 

Drill 

hole 

D-14 

38 

- 

44 

Silty,  clayey,  gravelly  sand;  occ. 

rock  frags. 

64 

- 

70 

Silty  sand;  occ.  rock  frags. 

Drill 

hole 

D-13 

10 

- 

13 

Silty,  gravelly  sand 

58 

- 

60 

Sand;  black 

81 

- 

85 

Sand;  black 

Drill 

hole 

D-20 

9 

- 

15 

Gravelly,  silty  sand 

Drill 

hole 

D-30 

31 

- 

35  * 

Gravelly  sand 

Drill 

hole 

D-32 

6 

- 

11  * 

Silty  sand 

32 

- 

51 

Silty,  gravelly  sand  with  cobbles 

51 

- 

57 

Clayey,  gravelly  sand 

Drill 

hole 

D-38 

42 

. 

46 

Clayey,  silty,  gravelly  sand;  rock 

frags . 

Drill 

hole 

D-45 

5 

. 

7 

Silty  sand 

23 

- 

28 

Silty  sand 

43 

- 

53 

Silty  sand;  with  rock  frags. 

53 

- 

59 

Gravelly,  silty  sand 

Drill 

hole 

DH-46 

7 

- 

16 

Silty,  gravelly  sand;  shell  frags. 

Drill 

hole 

DH-48 

14 

- 

28 

Silty,  gravelly  sand 

Drill 

hole 

D-51 

10 

- 

14  * 

Silty,  gravelly  sand;  with  shells 

Drill 

hole 

D-52 

10 

. 

30 

Gravelly  sand 

30 

- 

35 

Silty  sand;  v.  occ.  gravel 

(Continued) 


(Sheet  1  of  4) 


B3 


Table  B1  (Continued) 


Exploration  Hole 
Drill  hole  D-58 

Drill  hole  DH-60 

Drill  hole  D-63 
Drill  hole  DDH-70 

Drill  hole  DDH'72 

Drill  hole  DDH-73 


Drill  hole  DDH-74 
Drill  hole  D-75 
Drill  hole  DDH-76 

Drill  hole  DDH-77 


Range  in 

Depths,  ft  _ Description 


10 

- 

20 

Silty  sand;  shells  and  cobbles 

30 

- 

40 

Silty  sand;  occ .  gravel 

40 

- 

45 

Clayey  sand;  brecciated  rock  frags. 

20 

- 

25 

Silty  sand 

25 

- 

31 

Silty  sand;  rock  frags,  and  gravel 

10 

- 

15 

* 

Gravelly  sand;  shells,  occ.  boulders 

24 

- 

26 

Gravelly,  silty  sand 

39 

- 

40 

Sand;  coarse,  black 

77 

- 

81 

t 

Silty  sand  (lab:  SM) ;  firm,  brown 

90 

91 

t 

Silty  sand  (lab:  SM) ;  hard,  brown 

26 

* 

28 

Gravelly  sand 

61 

- 

63 

t 

Sand 

65 

- 

67 

t 

Sand 

82 

- 

84 

t 

Sand  (lab:  SP-SM) 

92 

- 

96 

t 

Sand  and  clay ;brittle ,  layered,  brown 

98 

- 

100 

t 

Silty  sand 

26 

- 

29 

* 

Silty  sand;  with  rock  frags. 

29 

- 

37 

* 

Gravelly  sand;  coarse,  black  sand 

37 

- 

44 

★ 

Gravelly  sand;  with  rock  frags. 

65 

- 

66 

* 

Silty  sand 

66 

- 

71 

* 

Sand;  soft,  gray 

71 

- 

74 

* 

Silty  sand  (lab;  SP-SM) 

74 

• 

79 

* 

Sand;  fine,  soft,  water-deposited, 
saturated,  brown 

81 

- 

86 

Sand;  soft,  wet,  brown 

86 

- 

92 

Sand;  very  hard,  cemented 

33 

- 

53 

Sand;  water  deposited,  rock  frags, 
brown 

55 

58 

* 

Sand;  fine,  dark  brown 

58 

- 

62 

* 

Gravelly  sand 

37 

42 

* 

Sand;  medium  to  fine,  black 

42 

- 

60 

Gravelly,  silty  sand;  medium  to  fine, 
black 

72 

- 

91 

Silty  sand;  medium  to  fine,  black 

17 

. 

35 

Gravelly,  silty  sand;  angular,  gray 

35 

- 

41 

Sand 

41 

- 

53 

Gravelly,  silty  sand;  coarse,  gray, 
increase  in  silt  at  52' 

(Continued) 
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Table  B1  (Continued) 


Range  in 


Exploration  Hole 

Depths . 

ft 

Drill  hole  D-78 

27  - 

36 

Drill  hole  RD-83 

0  - 

28 

★ 

Drill  hole  RD-84 

13  - 

19 

* 

Drill  hole  RD-95 

9  - 

11 

* 

Drill  hole  RD-110 

85  - 

93 

Drill  hole  RD-112 

118  - 

120 

t 

Drill  hole  DH-117 

18  - 

23 

Drill  hole  CD-125 

28  - 

60 

Drill  hole  CD-126 

12  - 

24 

* 

29  - 

42 

* 

48  - 

50 

•k 

Drill  hole  CD-127 

10  - 

20 

* 

35  - 

36 

* 

42  - 

50 

★ 

60  - 

65 

* 

70  - 

75 

* 

75  - 

76 

* 

Drill  hole  CD-135 

17  - 

25 

50  - 

62 

64  - 

69 

Drill  hole  CD-137 

55  - 

70 

92  - 

96 

t 

99  - 

100 

t 

Drill  hole  CD-142 

45  - 

65 

Drill  hole  CD-143 

18  - 

55 

* 

Drill  hole  CRD-154 

87  - 

90 

Drill  hole  RD-171 

94  - 

97 

t 

Drill  hole  CRD-174 

27  - 

47 

57  - 

82 

Drill  hole  CDH-187 

30  - 

32 

* 

Drill  hole  CDH-190 

32  - 

34 

Test  pit,  T-15 

7.0  - 

10.0 

Test  pit,  T-16 

7.0  - 

8.0 

_ _ Description _ 

Silty  sand;  gravel  and  rock  frags. 
Silty  sand 

Gravelly  sand;  with  sea  shells 

Silty  sand;  fine 

Sand;  gray 

Silt  and  sand 

Silty  sand;  trace  of  clay 

Gravelly  sand 

Gravelly  sand 

Gravelly  sand;  with  rock  frags. 
Silty  sand;  fine,  rock  frags. 

Gravelly  sand 
Sand  (possibly) 

Sand;  possible  clay  layer 
Gravelly  sand 
Gravelly  sand 
Sand 

Silty,  gravelly  sand 
Gravelly  sand 
Gravelly  sand 

Silty,  gravelly  sand 

Sand;  lens  of  silt;  occ.  rock  frags. 

Sand 

Heaving  sand 

Gravelly  sand 

Sand  with  silt 

Sand;  fine,  light  brown 

Gravelly  sand 
Gravelly  sand 

Sand;  medium,  tan,  basalt  frags. 

Sand  and  small-sized  gravel 
Gravelly  sand;  small  sea  shells 
Gravelly  sand 
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Table  B1  (Concluded) 


Exploration  Hole 

Range  in 
Depths,  ft 

Test  pit, 

T-19 

11.0  -  12.0  * 

12.0  -  13.0  * 

22.0  -  23.0 

Test  pit, 

T-20 

9.0  •  10.0  * 

_ Description _ 

Sand,  fine 

Gravelly  sand;  small-sized  gravel 
Sand,  compact 

Sand,  fine 


*  These  materials  most  likely  were  removed  in  the  process  of  excavating  the 
core  trench  (using  Plate  49,  US  Army  Engineer,  1977a). 

**  Lower  depth  corresponds  to  the  bottom  of  the  exploration. 

t  Estimated  to  be  tuffaceous  sediments, 
tt  Thought  to  be  shear  zone. 
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Table  B2 

Instances  of  Alluvial  Clav  and  Silt 


Encountered  in  Exploration  Holes 


Range  in 

Exploration  Hole  Depths,  ft 


Description 


Drill 

hole 

DH-5 

53 

- 

64 

Drill 

hole 

D-10 

90 

- 

116 

Drill 

hole 

D-12 

22 

- 

30 

■k 

Drill 

hole 

DH-17 

31 

- 

35 

Drill 

hole 

D-18 

76 

- 

81 

Drill 

hole 

D-20 

67 

- 

77 

Drill 

hole 

D-27 

42 

- 

47 

Drill 

hole 

D-38 

17 

- 

27 

40 

- 

42 

Drill 

hole 

D-41 

7 

. 

12 

12 

- 

27 

* 

Drill 

hole 

D-42 

35 

. 

37 

42 

- 

57 

Drill 

hole 

D-45 

37 

. 

43 

58 

- 

64 

64 

- 

70 

Drill 

hole 

DH-46 

18 

- 

32 

48 

58 

75 

- 

78 

Drill 

hole 

D-47 

80 

- 

84 

Drill 

hole 

DH-48 

28 

- 

51 

** 

Drill 

hole 

D-51 

40 

- 

48 

55 

- 

69 

* 

rill 

hole 

D-52 

45 

- 

53 

Drill 

hole 

D-55 

75 

- 

79 

Drill 

hole 

D-58 

25 

- 

30 

45 

- 

54 

Silt  clay;  some  gravel  talus  frags, 

Sandy  clay;  trace  sand 

Sandy,  clayey  silt;  occ.  rock  frags. 

Silt,  clay,  rock  frags,  brown 

Silt,  silty  sandy  rock  frags.,  brown 

Clayey  silt  to  clay 

Sandy  gravelly  silt 

Gravelly,  sandy  clay;with  rock 
frags . 

Silty  clay 

Sandy  silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Silty  clay  and  rock  frags. 

Sandy  clay  (lab:  ML- CL) 

Sandy  clay  (lab:  ML-CL) ; 

occ.  rock  frags.,  green  &  brown 

Sandy  clay  (lab:  CL) 

Sandy  silt;  streaks  of  clay 
Sandy  clay  (lab:  CL);  with  rock 
frags . 

Sandy,  gravelly  clay 
Sandy  silt;  streaks  of  clay 
Silty  clay;  compact,  plastic,  brown 
Sandy,  silty  clay 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt  (lab;  MH) 

Sandy  clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy  clay  (lab;  CL);  occ.  cobbles 
Red  clay  (lab:  CH-CL) ;  with  gravel 
and  rock  frags . 

Silt  &  organic  material;  occ.  gravel 

Silt;  occ.  gravel 

Clayey  silt 

Sandy  clay  (lab;  CL) 


(Continued) 
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Table  B2  (Continued) 


Range  in 

Exploration  Hole  Depths,  ft 


Drill 

hole 

D-60 

31 

- 

35 

40 

- 

44 

44 

- 

50 

Drill 

hole 

DH-61 

32 

- 

57 

* 

Drill 

hole 

D-63 

35 

- 

45 

* 

Drill 

hole 

DH-65 

5 

- 

58 

Drill 

hole 

D-66 

44 

- 

50 

Drill 

hole 

DH-67 

3 

- 

31 

ic 

31 

- 

69 

69 

- 

72 

72 

- 

76 

76 

- 

82 

82 

- 

112 

Drill 

hole 

DDH-70 

26 

- 

27 

41 

43 

43 

- 

48 

56 

- 

57 

61 

- 

66 

tt 

66 

. 

68 

ft 

68 

- 

71 

tt 

71 

- 

74 

tt 

74 

- 

78 

tt 

81 

- 

83 

tt 

83 

- 

85 

tt 

85 

- 

86 

tt 

86 

- 

90 

tt 

91 

- 

96 

tt 

99 

- 

100 

**.tt 

_ Description _ 

Clayey  silt;  occ.  boulders 
Gravelly  clay  (lab;  CL) 

Sandy,  gravelly  clay  (lab:  CL) 

Silty  clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy,  gravelly  clay  (lab:  CL) 

Sandy,  silty  clay;  with  rock  frags 

Sandy  silt 

Sandy  silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Silty  clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Silty  clay 

Silty  clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Silty  clay;  occ.  streaks  of  gravel 
Clay;  highly  plastic 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt;  with  cobbles 
and  rock  frags . 

Sandy  silt;  brown  and  black 
Sandy,  clayey  silt;  rock  frags. 
Clay 

Sandy  clay  (lab:  CL);  very  hard, 
moist,  brovTi,  layers  green  clay 
Silty  clay  (lab  visual) 


Clay  (lab; 

CL)  ; 

hard. 

moist , 

fissured, 
Sandy  clay 

brown 
(lab:  CL); 

firm,  moist 

brown 
Clay  (lab; 
Clay  (lab; 

CL) 

CL) ;  hard . 

moist,  tan 

Sandy  silt 

(lab 

:  ML)  ; 

hard ,  me : i t 

Sandy  clay 

(lab 

:  CL)  ; 

very  ha:  ' 

Silt  (lab; 

ML)  . 

hard , 

moist,  some 

fine  sand,  brown 
Sandy  silt  (lab:  ML) 

Clayey  silt  (lab  visual) ;  firm 


(Continued) 
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Table  B2  (Continued) 


Exploration  Hole 


Range  in 
Depths,  ft 


Description 


Drill  hole  DDH-72 


Drill  hole  DDH-73 


Drill  hole  DDH-74 


Drill  hole  DDH-76 


37 

- 

39 

Gravelly,  silty  clay 

39 

43 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  soft  Co  firm,  moist 
trace  of  sand,  light  brown 

^3 

- 

45 

Clayey  silt  (lab  visual) 

45 

48 

Clay  (lab;  CL);  firm,  moist,  occ . 
rock  frags.,  brown 

48 

- 

51 

Silty  Clay  (lab  visual) 

51 

- 

54 

Clay;  brown 

54 

- 

56 

Silt  (lab  visual);  firm,  moist,  can 

56 

- 

58 

t 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  firm,  moist,  brown 

58 

- 

60 

t 

Silty  clay  (lab  visual);  moist 

60 

- 

61 

t 

Clay  (lab;  CH) ;  hard,  moist,  brown 

67 

" 

73 

t 

Clay  (lab;  CH) ;  hard,  brittle,  mois 
light  brown 

73 

- 

77 

t 

Silty  clay  (lab  visual') 

77 

- 

79 

t 

Clay  (lab:  CH) ;  occ.  rock  frags. 

79 

- 

82 

t 

Sandy  silt  (lab  visual) 

84 

■ 

89 

t 

Clay  (lab  visual);  hard,  brittle, 
rock  frags.,  brown 

89 

* 

92 

t 

Silt  (lab:  ML);  hard,  brittle, 
moist,  brown 

92 

* 

96 

t 

Silt  and  clay  (lab  visual) ;  brittle 
layered,  brown 

96 

98 

t 

Sandy  silt  (lab:  MH) ;  cemented 

55 

58 

* 

Clayey  silt;  rust  color 

58 

59 

* 

Silty  clay  (lab  visual) 

59 

60 

* 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  with  rock  frags. 

60 

6z 

* 

Silty  clay  (lab  visual) 

62 

64 

* 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  fissured,  brown 

79 

81 

Sandy  clay 

92 

100 

*-**.tt 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  hard,  brittle, 
fissured,  brown 

25 

- 

29 

Sandy  silt;  clay  streaks 

29 

• 

31 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  with  rock  frags. 

31 

- 

33 

Sandy  silt  (lab  visual) 

26 

- 

32 

* 

Sandy  silt;  occ.  cobbles 

(Continued) 
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Table  B2  (Continued) 


Range  in 


Exploration  Hole 

Depths. 

ft 

Drill 

hole 

DDH-77 

59 

- 

93 

Drill 

hole 

RD-78 

21 

- 

27 

Drill 

hole 

RD-79 

41 

- 

54 

* 

54 

- 

62 

* 

62 

- 

68 

* 

68 

- 

69 

* 

Drill 

hole 

RD-84 

40 

- 

55 

55 

- 

65 

65 

- 

68 

68 

- 

75 

Drill 

hole 

RD-95 

29 

- 

36 

36 

- 

40 

Drill 

hole 

RD-96 

27 

- 

29 

* 

Drill 

hole 

RD-110 

27 

- 

38 

★ 

Drill 

hole 

CD-130 

71 

- 

74 

★ 

Drill 

hole 

CD-137 

70 

- 

78 

t 

78 

- 

80 

t 

80 

- 

81 

t 

85 

- 

87 

t 

87 

- 

90 

t 

90 

- 

92 

t 

96 

- 

99 

t 

Drill 

hole 

CD-139 

78 

- 

81 

81 

- 

90 

90 

- 

92 

t 

92 

- 

93 

t 

93 

- 

97 

t 

97 

- 

110 

Drill 

hole 

CD-143 

73 

- 

75 

Drill 

hole 

CRD-154 

67 

- 

70 

70 

- 

73 

73 

- 

81 

81 

- 

87 

Drill 

hole 

CRD-175 

55 

- 

71 

_ Description _ 

Clay;  lean,  brownish  red 

Silt;  soft,  occ .  rock  frags. 

Gravelly  silt;  light  brown 

Clay;  v.  occ.  gravel,  reddish  brown 

Silt;  light  brown 

Clay 

Gravelly  silt 

Clay  (lab:  CL);  It.  reddish  brown 
Silt  (lab:  ML);  trace  clay 
Clay  (lab:  CL) 

Clayey  silt;  reddish  brown 
Clayey  silt;  buff 

Clayey  silt 

Clayey  silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Silt 

Clay;  reddish  brown  sand 
Clay  and  siltstone 
Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Clay  and  siltstone 
Clay;  reddish  brown 
Clay;  light  green 
Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Clay 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Clay;  with  siltstone 
Silt 

Clay;  reddish  brown 
Silt 

Silt 

Clay 

Silt 

Clayey  silt 

Silt;  with  siltstone 

Silt;  with  rock  frags.,  brown 


(Continued) 
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Table  B2  (Continued) 


Exploration  Hole 


Range  in 
Depths,  ft 


Description 


Drill 

hole 

CRD-176 

45 

- 

73 

Drill 

hole 

CRD-177 

45 

- 

61 

Drill 

hole 

CRD-178 

42 

- 

53 

Probe 

hole 

PN-2 

28 

- 

36 

Probe 

hole 

PN-3 

25 

. 

35 

35 

- 

40 

Probe 

hole 

PN-4 

30 

- 

36 

Probe 

hole 

PN-5 

61 

- 

65 

Probe 

hole 

PN-6 

41 

44 

Probe 

hole 

PN-7 

50 

59 

Probe 

hole 

PN-8 

62 

70 

St* 

Probe 

hole 

PN-9 

53 

67 

*st 

Probe 

hole 

PN-10 

17 

33 

Probe 

hole 

PN-13 

23 

28 

40 

53 

Probe 

hole 

PN-14 

20 

- 

31 

Probe 

hole 

PN-22 

53 

- 

66 

Probe 

hole 

PN-23 

37 

- 

50 

Probe 

hole 

PN-24 

60 

- 

71 

*•* 

Probe 

hole 

PN-25 

34 

. 

39 

58 

- 

63 

Probe 

hole 

PN-26 

34 

- 

38 

58 

- 

62 

*st 

Probe 

hole 

PN-27 

43 

. 

50 

57 

- 

62 

** 

Probe 

hole 

PN-28 

35 

- 

38 

58 

- 

63 

** 

Probe 

hole 

PN-29 

38 

- 

45 

Probe 

hole 

PN-31 

58 

- 

64 

St* 

Probe 

hole 

PN-35 

20 

- 

28 

Sandy  silt;  brown 

Sandy  silt 

Silt;  brown 

Sandy  silt 

Sandy  silt 

Sandy  (clayey)  silt 

Sandy,  gravelly  silt 

Sandy,  gravelly  silt 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt 

Gravelly  clay 

Gravelly  clay 

Sandy,  silty  clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy,  gravelly  silt 

Sandy  silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy  silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Gravelly  silt 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Gravelly  silt 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt 
Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt 
Gravelly  clay 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt 

Clay;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy  silt 


(Continued) 
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Table  B2  (Concluded) 


Range  in 


Exploration  Hole 

Depths 

.  ft 

Probe  hole  PN-36 

11  - 

38 

Test  pit  T-18 

10  - 

19 

19  - 

25 

26  - 

28  ** 

Test  pit  T-20 

59  - 

60 

_ Description _ 

Silt  clay  and  rock  frags.,  incl. 
boulder  sizes 

Sandy  silt;  with  rock  frags.,  incl 
boulder  sizes 
Silt;  dark  gray  to  rust 
Silt;  with  rock  frags. 

Sandy  silt 


*  These  materials  most  likely  were  removed  in  the  process  of  excavating  the 
core  trench  (using  Plate  49,  US  Army  Engineer,  1977a). 

**  Lower  depth  corresponds  to  the  bottom  of  the  exploration. 

I  Estimated  to  be  tuffaceous  sediments, 
ft  Thought  to  be  shear  zone. 
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appendix  C;  rock  FILL  TEST  PROGRAM 
(Taken  in  ics  entirety  from  US  Army  Engineers  1978) 


RIRIE  TEST  FILLS  -  21,  22  and  23  May  1974 

BACKGROUND  INFORMATION  -  The  rock  excavation  at  Ririe  Dam  has  become  a  major 
problem  in  that  the  material  is  so  variable  the  Contractor  cannot  meet  our 
specification  requirements  without  excessive  processing.  Colonel  Conover  has 
requested  that  we  study  the  problem  and  attempt  to  reach  a  solution  which  will 
permit  use  of  the  material  with  less  processing,  thus  helping  the  Government 
as  well  as  the  Contractor.  It  has  been  orally  agreed  with  the  contractor  that 
if  the  requirements  of  the  specifications  can  be  reduced  to  where  the  material 
may  be  used  with  a  minimum  of  processing,  the  Contractor  will  not  push  his 
claim  for  a  changed  condition  in  the  spillway.  With  this  in  mind,  a  meeting 
was  held  with  the  Contractor's  representatives  at  the  project  office  on  7 ,  8 
and  9  May  1974.  At  this  meeting  it  was  propsed  that  granular  fill  be 
permitted  both  upstream  and  downstream  of  the  core  and  filters  below  Elev. 
5050.  The  granular  fill  would  consist  of  12-in.  minus  material  obtained  from 
basalt  rock  excavation  and  containing  no  more  than  12  percent,  by  weight, 
passing  the  No.  200  sieve.  Rock  fill,  as  specified,  would  still  be  required 
above  Elev.  5050,  but  it  would  consist  primarily  of  12-in.  plus  material.  In 
later  discussions  with  Mr.  M.  W.  Anderson  of  NPD  [North  Pacific  Division, 
Portland] ,  he  expressed  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  better  to  separate 
material  on  a  somewhat  smaller  screen  or  grizzly  such  as  an  8  or  10- in.  This 
proposa,.,  as  presented  to  the  Contractor,  would  require  passing  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  excavated  material  over  a  grizzly  but  would  result  in  an 
excellent  fill.  The  Contractor's  proposal,  as  presented  by  Mr.  Westerman,  was 
to  pass  the  material  over  three  screens  --  a  6-in.,  3-in.,  and  1/2-in.  (or 
5/8,  3/4,  or  1-in.  as  necessary  due  to  "balling  up"  of  the  clayey  fraction) 
and  then  use  the  smaller  fraction  in  the  random  fill  section  and  blend  the 
other  sizes  back  together  for  Type  I  rock  fill.  The  Corps  representatives 
felt  that  the  Contractor  could  never  meet  the  required  production  with  this 
plan  and  the  the  processing  would  be  very  costly.  The  Contractor  agreed  to 
consider  the  granular  fill  idea  as  presented  to  them  and  let  the  Corps  know 
what  they  decided.  Evidently,  they  have  kept  in  close  contact  with  Colonel 
Conover  and  Bert  Hoare  relative  to  their  plan  of  operations. 

During  the  week  of  13  May,  Messrs.  Gullixson,  Hulce,  Shepherd  and 
K.  Jones  were  at  the  project  with  the  Resident  Engineer  to  investigate  the 
Contractor's  claim  of  a  changed  condition  in  the  spillway  excavation.  Colonel 
Conover  and  Mr.  Cuckler  were  also  present  during  this  time  and  arranged 
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another  meeting  with  the  Contractor.  At  this  meeting,  the  Contractor  volun¬ 
teered  to  construct  test  fills  using  pit-run  rock  fill  and  also  using  an 
18- in.  rock  rake  to  rake  larger  stone  to  the  outside  of  the  zone.  Test  fills 
were  scheduled  to  be  constructed  beginning  toe  moring  of  21  May  1974. 

Mr.  M.  W.  Anderson  from  NPD  and  R.  T.  Mork  from  NPW  would  be  present  to 
observe  and  direct  the  work.  The  Contractor  suggested  more  than  one  test  fill 
and  said  an  18-in.  rock  rake  would  be  available  for  use  during  the  tests. 
PURPOSE  -  The  purpose  of  the  test  fills  was  to  provide  information  on  the 
characteristics  of  the  materials  available  from  the  spillway  excavation  to 
attempt  to  permit  revising  the  specifications  to  better  use  the  available 
material  and  to  reduce  the  amount  cf  processing  required  prior  to  placement. 
MATERIALS  SOURCES  -  The  materials  used  in  the  test  fii-ls  consisted  of  intra¬ 
canyon  basalt  from  required  excavation  of  the  spillway.  Three  areas  of 
excavation  were  available  for  use.  They  were:  (1)  an  area  between  Stations 
53+45  to  54+25,  Elev  5145  to  5165  and  125  ft  left  of  spillway  centerline  to 
20  ft  right  of  the  spillway  centerline;  (2)  an  area  between  Stations  43+00  to 
44+00,  Elev.  5115+  and  20  ft  left  of  the  spillway  centerline;  and  (3)  an  area 
near  Station  47+00,  Elev.  5090+ ,  about  30  ft  left  of  spillway  centerline  and 
consisting  of  first  flow  basalt  rather  than  intra-canyon  basalt. 

LOCATION  OF  TEST  FILLS  -  Test  Fill  No.  1  was  constructed  on  an  area  between 
spillway  centerline  Stations  59+50  and  60+10,  extending  from  280  ft  left  of 
the  spillway  centerline  to  400  ft  left  of  the  centerline  at  approximate 
Elev.  5150.  Test  Fill  No.  2  was  constructed  at  approximate  Station  43+20 
alongside  the  source  of  the  material  used.  The  size  of  this  test  fill  was 
approximately  70  by  40  ft  at  Elev.  5115+  and  it  was  positioned  very  near  the 
spillway  centerline. 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  TEST  FILLS  -  After  walking  over  the  materials  source  between 
Stations  53+45  to  54+25  and  discussing  the  equipment  available,  it  was  decided 
to  place  the  first  lift  of  Test  Fill  No.  1  in  a  three-foot  lift,  spread  with  a 
D-8  dozer  and  compact  with  two  passes  of  a  20-ton  vibratory  roller.  No  rock 
rake  was  to  be  used  because  the  only  rake  available  was  a  brush  rake  with 
teeth  approximately  12-ln.  long  and  spaced  at  12  in.  on  center.  It  was  felt 
that  this  rake  would  be  most  ineffective  in  moving  larger  rock  to  the  outside 
of  the  fill  as  the  teeth  were  not  long  enough  and  were  too  close  together.  In 
a  3-ft  lift,  such  a  rake  would,  in  effect,  just  remove  rock  from  the  upper 
12  in.  of  the  lift  and  the  end  result  would  be  two  feet  of  rock  fill  covered 
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with  a  foot  of  minus  12 -in.  granular  material.  Compaction  of  such  a  laminated 
fill  would  be  difficult  and  such  a  fill  is  undesirable  in  that  the  material  is 
too  variable.  It  was  felt  that  better  compaction  and  a  better  end  product 
should  result  from  just  placing  directly  into  a  3-ft  lift  and  spreading  as  it 
would  be  normally  done  during  embankment  construction.  The  first  few  loads  of 
material  placed  in  the  test  fill  consisted  of  clean,  large  rock.  As  the 
source  is  dozed  and  worked  for  the  front  end  loader's  operation,  segreagation 
occurs  and  the  first  few  loads  consist  of  the  larger  rock  from  the  toe  of  the 
slope.  The  dirtier  rock  fill  was  placed  through  the  middle  of  the  lift  and 
then,  because  of  repositioning  of  the  front  end  loader,  the  last  portion  of 
the  lift  was  again  clean,  coarse  rock  fill.  The  first  lift  was  60  ft  wide  by 
120  ft  long.  Two  end  dumps  were  hauling  material  and  a  D-8  dozer  was  doing 
the  spreading.  Since  material  was  delivered  to  the  fill  rather  slowly,  the 
dozer  accomplished  a  lot  of  extra  compaction  -  much  more  than  a  normally- 
placed  embankment  would  receive. 

Upon  completion  of  the  first  lift,  the  surface  of  the  lift  was  profiled 
and  elevations  determined  at  points  on  a  20- ft  grid  both  ways.  Then  the  lift 
was  compacted  with  two  passes  of  a  20- ton  vibratory  roller  (Raygo  Rascal  500A) 
and  the  surface  was  againg  profiled  and  eleveations  determined  at  approxi¬ 
mately  the  same  points  on  a  20- foot  grid  both  ways.  The  quality  control  peo¬ 
ple  placed  a  row  of  laths  down  the  south  side  of  the  fill  spaced  at  20- ft 
intervals  and  the  rodman  chained  from  each  lath  to  the  point,  visually 
positioning  himself  normal  to  the  row  of  laths. 

Prior  to  beginning  the  seconed  lift,  a  marker  layer  of  rhyolite  was 
placed  on  the  fill  so  lifts  could  easily  be  identified  later  on  during 
excavation.  The  marker  zone  was  to  be  about  two- inches  thick,  but  ended  up 
considerably  thicker.  The  second  lift  was  then  constructed  similarly  to  the 
first  lift.  The  material  in  this  lift  appeared  to  contain  more  small  material 
and  less  coarse  rock.  As  before,  there  were  some  loads  of  relartively  clean 
rock  and  others  of  much  dirtier  rock.  For  the  entire  lift,  however,  there 
appeared  to  be  less  coarse  material  and  more  of  the  smaller  material.  The 
second  lift  surface  was  about  50  ft  by  80  ft  in  size  and  the  surface  was 
profiled,  compacted,  re-profiled  and  marked  with  a  thin  zone  of  rhyolite 
material  Just  as  lift  number  one  was  prior  to  che  start  of  the  third  lift. 

When  the  second  lift  was  completed,  it  was  decided  to  use  material  from 
another  source  for  the  third  lift.  The  Contractor  suggested  a  source  from  the 
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first  basalt  flow  near  Station  47+00  and  from  Elev.  5090+.  The  material  in 
the  area  examined  appeared  to  be  finer  and  more  typical  than  some  zones.  Upon 
delivery  to  the  test  fills,  however,  the  material  looked  very  similar  to  the 
other  two  lifts.  It  varied  from  clean,  coarse  rock  fill  to  dirty  rock  fill 
with  a  high  percentage  of  fines.  The  top  of  the  third  lift  was  about  40  ft  by 
70  ft  and  it  was  profiled,  compacted  and  re-profiled  just  like  the  first  two 
lifts . 

During  placement  in  all  three  lifts  of  Test  Fill  No.  1,  the  material 
appeared  to  spread  very  well  and  compaction  did  not  really  work  the  fill  as 
much  as  had  been  expected.  Profiling  indicated  a  settlement  of  only  0.1  to 
0.2  ft  resulted  from  rolling  the  lifts  with  the  20- ton  vibratory  compactor. 
However,  the  lifts  had  received  considerably  more  chan  a  normal  amount  of 
dozer  compaction  as  previously  stated. 

Test  Fill  No.  2  was  built  during  the  second  and  third  lifts  of  Test  Fill 
No.  1.  Material  was  moved  from  the  shot  rock  pile  into  the  first  lift  with  a 
966  front  end  loader.  Before  any  spreading  was  done,  material  for  the  entire 
lift  was  dumped  in  piles.  Because  of  the  nature  of  the  material  (generally 
smaller  in  size),  the  lift  was  spread  to  a  two-foot  thickness.  The  surface  of 
each  lift  was  treated  exactly  the  same  as  those  in  Test  Fill  No.  1. 

Lift  number  two  was  also  placed  in  a  two- foot  thick  lift,  but  was  placed 
as  it  would  be  in  an  embankment.  That  is,  two  or  three  front  end  loc^jer  loads 
would  be  dumped  and  Chen  the  D-8  would  spread  Che  material  to  the  specified 
thickness.  The  20-ton  vibratory  roller  was  brought  in  to  compact  each  lift  as 
in  Test  Fill  No.  1.  Lift  number  three  was  placed  in  a  three-foot  thick  lift 
ecause  the  material  appeared  to  be  a  little  larger  and  also  because  it 
offered  a  comparison  between  a  2- ft  and  a  3- ft  lift  thickness.  Placement  and 
compaction  of  Test  Fill  No.  2  was  very  similar  to  that  used  in  Test  Fill  No.  1 
and  Che  material  appeared  to  react  about  the  same.  Profiles  before  and  after 
rolling  with  the  vibratory  roller  indicated  about  the  same  amounts  of  settle¬ 
ment  and  the  fill  reacted  about  the  same  during  rolling.  The  size  of  the  fill 
was  considerably  smaller  than  Test  Fill  No.  1  ending  up  about  30  ft  by  50  ft 
on  top  of  the  third  lift  and  about  50  ft  by  70  ft  at  the  bottom  of  the  test 
fill. 

PHOTOGRAPHIC  COVERAGE  -  During  the  test  fill  construction,  the  project  office 
Cook  black  and  white  photographs  with  a  4  by  5  speed  graphic  and  colored 
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photos  with  a  35  nim  camera.  Kessrs.  Anderson  and  Mork  also  took  personal  pic¬ 
tures  which  are  available  for  reference. 

SAMPLING  OF  TEST  FILLS  -  Upon  completion  of  Test  Fill  Nos.  1  and  2,  samples  of 
the  fill  materials  were  obtained.  In  Test  Fill  No.  2,  a  trench  was  cut  nearly 
through  the  fill  using  a  955A  front-end  loader.  The  top  lift  was  sampled  by 
loading  out  a  truckload  sample.  Then  the  lowere  two  lifts  were  sampled  as  a 
composite  as  the  material  was  similar.  Each  truckload  sample  was  hauled  to 
the  town  of  Ririe  to  get  the  total  weight.  After  weighing,  the  sample  was 
dumped  onto  a  concrete  pad  near  the  screening  plant  so  it  would  not  become 
contaminated  with  other  material.  Another  front-end  loader  was  then  used  to 
run  the  sample  through  the  plant.  The  Contractor  just  has  tow  concrete  pads 
for  samples  and  can  leave  one  in  the  truck  overnight,  so  has  facilities  for 
thre  samples.  A  close  inspection  of  the  sidewalls  of  the  cut  trenches  in  Test 
Fill  .  2  indicated  very  little  point-to-point  contact  of  the  rock  Iragments. 
The  material  in  all  three  lifts  was  very  dirty  without  evidence  of  very  much 
rock.  Most  of  the  good  rock  was  on  the  slopes  of  the  test  fill,  it  appeared, 
but  there  was  actually  a  good  distribution  of  rock  fragments  throughout  the 
fill. 

In  Test  Fill  No.  1,  each  lift  was  sampled.  A  trench  was  dozed  across 
the  test  fill  just  one  lift  deep  and  after  cleaning  the  sidewalls  of  the 
trench,  a  truckload  sample  was  obtained  from  that  lift.  Then  the  dozer  mover 
back  in  and  dozed  a  trench  through  the  second  lift.  Halfway  through  the  fill, 
the  dozer  pulled  out  and  the  front-end  loader  sampled  the  middle  lift.  The 
bottom  lift  was  sampled  in  a  similar  manner  after  the  marker  zone  rhyolite  was 
dozed  off  separately,  since  it  was  quite  thick. 

The  cut  slopes  of  the  sampled  area  in  Test  Fill  No.  1  were  quite  similar 
to  Test  Fill  No.  2,  except  that  there  seemed  to  be  more  contact  between  the 
rock.  Actually,  the  sampling  was  done  through  the  dirtier  portion  of  the 
fill,  so  it  is  certain  that  some  parts  of  the  fill  would  have  had  good  point- 
to-point  contact  of  the  rock.  The  material  was  highly  variable  in  size  as  it 

was  placed,  so  it  is  also  certain  that  some  areas  would  have  little,  if  any, 
point-to-point  contact  between  the  rock  particles. 

TESTING  OF  SAMPLES  -  Each  sample  was  taken  to  the  Town  of  Ririe  to  obtain  its 
total  weight.  It  was  then  dumped  on  a  concrete  pad  and  a  front-end  loader  put 
it  through  the  screening  plant.  A  complete  series  of  screens  was  used.  The 
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6-in.  to  1/2-in.,  the  1/2-in.  to  No.  4,  and  minus  No.  4  materials  were  sampled 
using  smaller  samples,  and  results  were  then  expanded  to  cover  the  entire 
sample.  Of  Che  five  samples,  the  material  passing  the  6- in.  screen  contained 
an  average  of  approximately  50  percent  by  weight  passing  the  1/2 -in.  screen 
using  this  method  of  sampling.  The  minus  No.  4  material  was  wash- screened  to 
determine  the  gradation  of  Chat  material  for  each  of  the  five  samples.  The 
percent  by  weight  of  the  6 -inch  minus  passing  the  No.  200  sieve  ranged  from 
6.8  to  18.1  and  averaged  12.4  percent.  This  was  probably  somewhat  dirtier 
chan  the  average,  as  the  samples  were  intentionally  taken  in  the  dirtier  por¬ 
tions  of  the  fils. 

TEST  RESULTS  -  Tabulations  of  the  samples  tested  are  shown  on  pages  B-18 
through  B-22  [not  reproduced  in  this  report]. 

COMMENTS  ON  SAMPLING  -  The  methods  used  by  the  Contractors ' s  quality  control 
organization  are  quite  different  than  normally  used  by  the  Corps  of  Engineers. 
A  sample  is  usually  split  on  the  No.  4  sieve  and  representative  material 
larger  Chan  the  No.  4  sieve  size  is  screened  through  a  vibrating  Gilson 
[shaker].  A  small  sample  (say  500  grams)  of  representative  minus  No,  4 
material  is  tested  for  the  finer  fraction.  Two  gradations  are  normally 
provided.  The  CQC  ran  their  samples  on  the  three  fractions  -  6 -in.  to 
1/2-in.,  1/2-in.  to  No.  4,  and  minus  No.  4,  and  then  converted  everything  back 
to  total  sample  values,  including  a  fudge  factor  to  account  for  fines  clingin 
to  rocks . 

CONCLUSIONS  -  The  test  fills  indicated  that  the  materials  as  being  excavated 
are  such  chat  they  cannot  be  placed  into  the  embankment  without  selective 
loading  and  processing  and  Chat  they  do  contain  Coo  many  fines  to  be  used 
under  the  present  specifications  without  excessive  processing.  These  tests, 
however,  reflect  the  material  as  pit-run  material  and  although  they  appear  to 
be  representative  of  the  basalt  excavation,  it  is  not  felt  that  they  are 
necessarily  representative  of  material  available  if  some  attempt  were  made  to 
improve  the  gradation.  The  percentage  by  weight  of  the  entire  sample  passing 
the  No.  200  sieve  averaged  about  7  percent. 

Specifications  for  Type  I  rock  fill  require  not  more  than  20  percent  by 
weight  passing  the  1/2-ln.  screen  of  the  6-in.  minus  material.  On  this  basis, 
the  five  samples  indicated  an  average  of  approximately  50  percent  by  weight 
passing  the  1/2 -in.  screen.  This  is  more  than  double  the  allowable  percentage 
per  the  specifications  so  there  is  a  real  and  urgent  problem  involved. 
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The  Contractor  has,  as  far  as  is  known,  made  very  little  effort  at 
selective  loading  as  he  excavates.  Neither  has  he  attempted  to  control  rock 
sizes  with  different  blasting  techniques.  Discussion  with  Mr.  Lou  Oriard  of 
Woodward  Clyde,  relative  to  the  slurry  type  explosive  being  used  by  the  sub¬ 
contractor,  indicated  that  much  more  energy  is  available  from  this  type 
explosive  and  the  question  immediately  arises  as  to  whether  or  not  the  rock  is 
being  shattered  and  much  more  minus  1/2 -in.  material  is  being  generated  than 
necessary.  All  material  from  excavation  seems  to  be  extremely  variable  and 
methods  of  excavation,  loading,  etc.  cause  segregation  and  thus  worsens  the 
end  product.  It  appears  that  if  different  meghods  of  blasting,  loading, 
handling  and  hauling  of  materials  were  investigated,  the  Contractor  could 
substantially  improve  the  gradation  of  the  material  being  produced. 

Material  hauled  into  the  test  fills,  for  example,  varied  from  loads  of 
clean,  coarse  rock  to  exceptionally  dirty  loads  of  rock  and  soil.  Better 
blending  of  these  materials  would  have  provided  gradations  much  nearer  to 
those  required.  The  samples  taken  were  of  the  dirtier  materials  and  do  not 
reflect  the  clean  coarse  rock.  Selective  loading  and  washing  of  dirtier  loads 
by  placing  in  random  zones  will  be  necessary  throughout  the  excavation  and  it 
is  anticipated  that  rock  rakes  will  be  necessary  on  the  embankment  to  help 
sort  materials.  Even  with  such  controls,  it  is  felt  that  specification 
requirements  are  too  restrictive  fro  volcanic  materials  such  as  are  available 
at  the  site. 

DISCUSSION  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS  -  There  are  many  means  of  controlling  the 
gradations  of  materials  to  go  into  a  structure  such  as  Ririe  Dam.  The  most 
desirable,  however,  are  those  which  are  relatively  easy  for  the  project 
inspectors  to  control  and  the  recommendations  as  set  up  will  be  made  with 
these  people  in  mind.  Following  are  discussions  of  changes  which  will  help  to 
accomplish  this  end: 

(1)  The  upstream  random  fill  zone  will  be  changed  to  permit  a  larger 
volume  of  random  materials.  The  new  control  will  be  a  vertical  line  from  the 
slope  break  at  Elev.  5050.  The  entire  embankment  upstream  of  this  vertical 
line  will  be  random  materials  except  for  special  zones  such  as  a  rock  drain 
50  ft  wide  and  10  ft  high  extending  from  the  spalls  to  the  face  of  the 
embankment  with  the  Invert  at  Elev.  5010  and  centered  on  the  radial  Station 
5-t-OO,  special  treatment  zones  over  interbeds  and  slope  protection.  Material 
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as  available  from  the  random  borrow  area  upstream  shall  be  used  to  the  maximum 
extent  possible  in  the  random  fill  zones. 

(2)  Between  the  core  and  filters  (and  ^ioalls)  both  upstream  and 
downstream  and  the  vertica  limits  through  the  slope  breaks  at  Elev.  5050  and 
below  Elev.  5050,  Type  I  rock  fill  requirements  will  be  changed  to  require  not 
more  chan  25  percent  by  weight  passing  the  1/2 -in.  screen  of  the  entire 
sample.  This  gradation  will  be  called  Type  IB  rock  fill  to  distinguish  it 
from  Type  I,  hereafter  called  Type  lA  rock  fill.  All  Type  I  rock  fill,  either 
A  or  B,  wi 1 1  come  from  basalt  rock  excavation  as  before.  Selective  loading 
will  be  necessary  Co  meet  this  requirement,  but  it  is  felt  that  regardless  of 
what  control  is  set,  it  will  be  necessary  for  Che  Contractor  to  do  at  least  a 
normal  amount  of  selective  loading.  Previously,  it  was  suggested  to  the 
Contractor  that  all  material  be  separated  on  the  10  or  12-in.  screen  and  that 
the  minus  12-in.  material  containing  less  than  12  percent  by  weight  passing 
the  standard  No.  200  sieve  be  placed  as  granular  fill  in  12-in.  lifts  in 
Type  I  rock- fill  zones.  The  consensus  was  Chat  this  involved  coo  much  pro¬ 
cessing  as  a  large  portion  of  the  material  would  have  to  go  over  a  grizzly. 

It  may  be  Chat  some  of  this  type  handling  might  become  desirable,  however, 
because  it  would  permit  the  Contractor  to  place  coarser  material  (either 
Type  lA  or  IB  rock  fill)  downstream  of  the  core  and  filters  and  granular  mate¬ 
rial,  as  defined  above,  upstream  of  the  core  and  filters. 

In  discussion  with  Messrs.  Anderson  and  Bubenik  of  NPD,  they  expressed 
an  interest  in  varying  lift  thickness  for  these  materials  with  controls  on  the 
1/2-in.  screen.  Three  different  controls  were  discussed  as  follows: 

(a)  For  material  with  less  than  20  percent  by  weight  passing  the 
1/2 -in.  of  the  entire  mass,  place  in  3 -ft  lifts  with  two 
passes  of  the  20- ton  vibratory  roller. 


(b)  For  materials  having  more  than  20  percent,  but  less  chan 

30  percent  by  weight  of  the  entire  mass  passing  the  1/2 -inch, 
place  in  2-ft  lifts  with  two  passes  of  the  20-ton  vibratory 
roller. 

(c)  For  materials  having  over  30  percent  by  weight  of  the  entire 
mass  passin  the  1/2-in.  screen,  place  in  1-ft  lifts  with  two 
passes  of  the  20-con  vibratory  roller. 
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For  such  a  system  of  control,  it  would  become  necessary  to  place  3- ft 
lifts  in  one  zone,  two  foot  lifts  in  another  and  the  1-ft  lifts  in  yet  a 
third,  possibly  the  random  zone.  Such  a  method  of  control  makes  it  extremely 
difficult  for  the  USCE  inspectors  and  would  probably  result  in  an  unsatisfac¬ 
tory  end  result.  Consequently,  it  is  recommended  and  agreed  to  by  NPD  that 
just  one  control  be  used,  namely,  not  over  25  percent  shall  pass  the  1/2- in. 
screen  of  the  entire  sample  for  the  Type  IB  rock  fill  below  Elev.  5050  and 
above  Elev.  4965.  Placement  shall  be  in  three-foot  lifts  and  compaction  with 
two  complete  passes  of  a  20- ton  vibratory  roller. 

(3)  The  Contractor  stated  that  they  will  place  gravel  fill  to  Elev. 

4965  upstream  and  downstream  of  the  core  and  filters  to  level  the  area  out  and 
permit  faster  placement  above  that  leve,  and  it  is  assumed  that  this  is  still 
his  intent. 

(4)  Above  Elev.  5050,  Type  lA  rock  fill  as  originally  specified  or 
gravel  fill  may  be  used  at  the  option  of  the  Contractor.  If  gravel  fill  is 
used,  the  outer  ten  feet  of  the  upstream  slope  shall  consist  of  rock  fill, 
five  feet  of  clean  Type  lA  rock  fill  behind  five  feet  of  riprap  (measurements 
horizontal) . 

(5)  Material  originating  from  basalt  excavation  containing  over 

25  percent,  but  less  than  35  percent  by  weight  of  the  entire  sample  passing 
the  1/2- in.  screen  may  be  placed  in  the  random  fill  zone  in  two-foot  lifts  and 
compacted  with  two  passes  of  the  20-ton  vibratory  roller. 

(6)  The  above  recommendations  are  considered  to  be  the  farthest  we  can 
go  toward  relaxing  our  specifications  to  help  the  Contractor  and  to  permit 
more  of  the  available  material  to  be  used  in  the  embankment.  From  a  design 
standpoint,  the  previous  suggestion  of  splitting  the  material  on  the  10  or 
12-in.  and  setting  up  a  granular  fill  section  upstream  of  the  core  and  filters 
with  Type  lA  rock  fill  downstream  is  still  the  preferred  method  of  attack. 

This  is  the  safest  approach  and  very  probably  would  be  the  least  costly  and 
easiest  to  control.  Processing  would  be  required,  but  once  the  material  had 
been  passed  over  the  grizzly,  there  would  be  no  more  problem  relative  to 
gradation  thereof. 

(7)  It  is  highly  recommended  that  before  any  commitment  is  made  to  the 
Contractor,  a  test  blast  or  two  be  used  to  assure  that  the  current  method  of 
excavation  is  not  pulverizing  the  rock  and  causing  the  problem.  If  the  test 
blasts  indicated  that  better  material  could  be  produced  by  better  blasting. 
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then  the  controls  for  rock  fill  should  be  lowered  to  not  over  20  percent  by 
weight  of  the  entire  sample  passing  the  1/2 -in.  screen.  Material  with  more 
than  20  percnet  but  less  than  30  percent  by  weight  of  the  entire  sample  pass¬ 
ing  the  1/2-in.  screen  should  Chen  be  permitted  in  2-fC  lifts  in  the  random 
zone.  All  compaction  should  consist  of  two  complete  passes  with  a  20 -ton 
vibratory  roller. 
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APPENDIX  D:  CONTRACTOR  QUALITY  CONTROL  TESTING  REQUIREMENTS 
(Taken  in  its  encirecy  from  US  Army  Engineers  1978) 


1.  The  Contractor  will  be  required  to  sample  and  test  the  various 
earthwork  materials  as  often  as  necessary  to  provide  materials  which  conform 
to  specifications.  A  recheck  test  will  be  required  for  any  material  which 
does  not  meet  specifications.  It  is  recognized  that  the  number  of  tests 
required  to  insure  control  of  materials  may  vary  considerably,  with  a  greater 
number  of  tests  during  initiation  of  construction,  and  fewer  tests  as  con¬ 
struction  methods  stabilize  and  experience  dictates.  Written  results  of  all 
tests  sha.i.1  be  delivered  to  the  Contracting  Officer's  Representative  within  24 
hours  of  the  completion  of  the  test.  A  verbal  report  of  any  test  showing  the 
material  tested  fails  to  meet  the  applicable  specification  shall  be  given  to 
the  Contracting  Officer's  Representative  immediately  after  the  results  of  the 
test  is  shown. 

2 .  To  provide  a  guide  for  testing  requirements ,  a  minimum  number  of 
gradation  tests  for  each  type  of  material  to  be  placed  in  the  embankments  is 
as  follows: 

a.  Foundation  Blanket  --  one  complete  gradation  for  each 
250  cu  yd  of  material,  but  not  less  than  one  pet  shift. 

b.  Impervious  Core  and  Impervious  Fill  --  one  complete  gradation 
for  each  1000  cu  yd  of  material  but  not  less  than  one  per 
shift . 

c.  Filter  Materials,  Impervious  Gravel,  and  Spalls  --  one  com¬ 
plete  gradation  for  each  500  cu  yd  of  material,  but  not  less 
than  one  per  shift. 

d.  Sub-base  Material  --  one  complete  gradation  for  each 
200  cu  yd  of  material. 

e.  Road  Surfacin':  Materials  --  as  specified  in  the  TECHNICAL 
PROVISIONS. 

f.  Rock  Fill  --  as  specified  in  the  TECHNICAL  PROVISIONS. 

g.  Gravel  Fill  --  one  complete  gradation  for  each  1,000  cu  yd  of 
material,  but  not  less  than  one  per  shift. 

h.  Slope  Stabilization  --  one  complete  gradation  for  each 
1,000  cu  yd  of  material,  but  not  less  than  one  per  shift. 

i.  Random  Fill  --  one  complete  gradation  for  each  5,000  cu  yd  of 
material . 

j. .  The  Contractor  shall  make  such  gradation  tests  of  materials  to 

be  stockpiled  as  are  necessary  to  assure  himself  that  the 
material  will  meet  specification  requirements  when  placed  in 
embankments  or  other  final  position. 

3.  All  gradations  shall  be  complete  through  the  No.  200  sieve  size. 
Moisture  content  and  laboratory  compaction  tests  are  dependent  upon  the 
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Contractor's  method  of  operation.  If  fine-grained  materials  are  stockpiled, 
they  will  require  suitable  testing  to  assure  optimvim  moisture  requirements  are 
met  at  the  time  of  stockpiling.  The  Contractor  shall  develop  families  of 
laboratory  compaction  curves  for  each  change  in  material  to  properly  control 
moisture  content  in  stockpiles  and  in  embankments.  This  may  require  a  large 
number  of  tests  at  the  start  of  the  work  and  a  lesser  number  of  tests  as 
experience  with  the  material  is  gained.  The  Contractor  shall  at  all  times 
take  sufficient  tests,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Contracting  Officer,  to  maintain 
positive  control  of  his  work,  and  the  minimum  number  of  tests  stated  above 
shall  in  no  way  limit  the  maximum  number  of  tests  which  may  be  required  to 
assure  suitable  control.  Additional  tests  above  the  minimum  number  stated 
shall  not  be  the  basis  for  changed  conditions  and  resultant  claims,  and  it 
shall  be  understood  that  all  quality  control  testing  is  incidental  to  and 
included  in  the  appropriate  embankment  items. 
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APPENDIX  E:  SUMMARY  OF  LOCATIONS  FOR  RECENT  ENGINEERING 
STUDIES  AND  SEISMIC  GEOPHYSICAL  MEASUREMENTS 
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Earth  Sciences  A 


I  INTRO DUCTIOM 


This  report  presents  the  results  of  a  program  of  soils  exploration  and 
sampling  at  Ririe  Dam,  Ririe,  Idaho.  The  program  included  excavation  of  an  8-foot 
diameter  shaft  on  the  downstream  berm  of  the  dam  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
large  in-situ  density  tests  and  samples  of  soils  in  the  Random  Fill  zone  of  the  berm 
and  the  alluvium  in  the  foundation  (Figure  1).  Samples  were  sieved  on  site,  bagged, 
and  shipped  to  the  USAEC  Waterways  Experiment  Station  in  Vicksburg,  Mississippi. 
In  order  to  advance  the  shaft  and  take  density  tests,  it  was  necessary  to  dewater 
the  site,  an  operation  that  proved  to  be  more  difficult  than  anticipated  and  which 
set  the  limits  on  the  depth  of  the  shaft  and  number  of  samples  obtained.  The  shaft 
was  excavated  through  39  feet  of  bouldery  Random  Fill  and  33.8  feet  of  gravelly 
alluvium  for  a  total  depth  of  72.8  feet.  A  total  of  8  in-situ  density  tests  were 
conducted  in  the  shaft,  including  a  test  in  the  Random  Fill  zone  and  7  tests  in  the 
foundation  alluvium.  In  addition,  one  large  bulk  sample  was  obtained  from  the 
bottom  of  the  shaft. 

The  work  was  conducted  under  Contract  No.  DACW68-84-C-0075.  Services 
for  Soils  Exploration  and  Sampling  at  Ririe  Dam,  Ririe,  Idaho  between  the  Walla 
Walla  District,  Corps  of  Engineers  and  Earth  Sciences  Associates,  Palo  Alto, 
California.  Mr.  Fred  Miklancic,  Chief,  Foundation  and  Materials  Branch,  was 
Authorized  Representative  of  the  Contracting  Officer  and  Mr.  Grady  Williams 
acted  as  field  representative  for  the  District.  Richard  C.  Harding  was  Project 
Manager  for  Earth  Sciences  Associates  and  Mr.  T.  Dwight  Hunt.  Senior  Engineering 
Geologist,  supervised  operations  at  the  site.  Case  Pacific  Company,  subcontractor 
to  ESA,  excavated  the  shaft,  and  Andrew  Well  Drilling  Contractors,  Idaho  Falls, 
was  the  dewatering  subcontractor. 

n  METHODOLOGY 


A.  Shaft  Excavation 


The  test  shaft  was  excavated  on  the  level  berm  downstream  of  the  left 
abutment  access  road  at  approximately  Station  8-*-00  (see  Figure  1).  After 
clearing  rip-rap  from  the  surface  of  the  berm,  the  shaft  was  excavated  with  a 
Watson  SOOO  auger  drilling  unit  mounted  on  a  60-ton  crane.  Support 
equipment  included: 
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5'-0"  auger  w/reamer« 

5’-0"  bucket  w/reamers 
Personnel  cage 
Gas  detection  equipment 
Fresh  air  blower 
Lighting 
Safety  harness 
Rope  ladder 
Front-end  loader 
Welding  machines  (2) 

Pick-up  trucks  (2) 

Oxy-acet.  cutting  outfit 
Internal  dewatering  pump 
Auger  and  bucket  teeth 
Storage  unit 

20  ton  center  mount  hydraulic  crane  (power  up  and  down) 

Caisson  bucket 

Temporary  sanitary  facilities 

Fuel  truck 

Service  truck 


Steel  casing,  8-foot  diameter  with  3/4-inch  wall  thickness,  was  installed 
as  the  shaft  was  advanced.  A  shaft  cover,  constructed  of  steel  mats,  was 
hoisted  over  the  shaft  at  night  for  security.  To  obtain  in-situ  density  tests  at 
selected  intervals  in  the  bottom  of  the  shaft,  personnel  were  lowered  into  the 
shaft  in  a  man-cage.  When  outside  of  the  cage,  personnel  wore  safety 
harnesses  attached  to  ropes  from  the  surface.  In  the  event  of  an  emergency, 
they  could  be  hoisted  out  of  the  shaft  by  hand,  without  having  to  get  back  in 
the  cage  or  having  to  rely  on  the  crane  winch.  In  addition,  a  rope  ladder  was 
available  for  added  safety.  Fresh  air  was  maintained  at  the  bottom  of  the 
shaft  by  means  of  a  fan  line  (see  Figure  2). 

Excavation  through  the  Random  Fill  zone  proved  to  be  very  difficult 
owing  to  unanticipated  large  boulders.  Many  of  these  boulders,  ranging  ,  in 
size  up  to  4-5  feet,  could  not  be  removed  with  the  drilling  equipment  and 
required  putting  men  in  the  shaft  to  hand-excavate  and  remove  them  with 
cable  slings. 
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The  shaft  was  advanced  to  a  depth  of  54  feet  between  July  24  and 
September  5,  1984,  when  the  excavation  was  halted  because  groundwater  was 
encountered  (see  next  section).  TTie  shaft  excavation  was  halted  through  the 
1984-1985  winter  season,  while  additional  dewatering  wells  were  installed.  It 
was  decided  that  the  in-place  8-foot  casing  would  be  too  difficult  to  advance 
after  resting  in  the  bouldery  fill  over  the  winter.  The  remaining  casing  on¬ 
site  was  shipped  to  a  fabrication  yard  and  reroUed  to  7-foot  diameter  in  order 
to  complete  the  shaft  by  telescoping  the  smaller  casing  through  the  in-place 
casing  when  the  project  was  remobilized  in  the  summer  of  1985.  Spacers 
were  used  to  minimize  binding  of  the  smaller  casing  inside  the  larger,  and  a 
special  driving  head  was  built  to  work  inside  the  8-foot  pipe.  This  procedure 
worked  successfully,  and  the  shaft  was  advanced  to  a  depth  of  72.8  feet, 
when  it  was  again  halted  by  groundwater. 

B.  Dewatering 

Groundwater  at  the  site  occurs  as  perched  zones  within  the  random  fill 
and  as  a  water  table  within  the  foundation  alluvium.  The  most  prominent 
zone  of  perched  water  occurred  in  a  2-4-foot  thick  zone  above  a  silt  lens  at  a 
depth  of  32  feet.  Water  from  this  perched  zone  seeped  into  the  shaft  at  an 
estimated  rate  of  less  than  1  gallon  per  minute.  The  natural  groundwater 
level  during  the  summers  of  1984  and  1985  was  at  a  depth  of  approximately 
44  feet  below  the  surface  of  the  berm.  "Hie  saturated  alluvium  extends  to  a 
depth  of  approximately  115  feet  where  relatively  imperious  volcanic  bedrock 
is  encountered. 

Data  from  pump  tests  and  other  exploration  conducted  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers  prior  to  construction  of  the  dam  indicated  that  the  average 
permeability  of  the  alluvium  is  on  the  order  of  0.05  feet/min.  Based  on  this 
information,  calculations  using  standard  well  formulas  indicated  that  dewa¬ 
tering  wells  with  a  combined  pumping  capacity  of  1500  gpm  would  be 
necessary  to  achieve  drawdown  in  the  shaft  to  a  depth  of  about  100  feet.  It 
was  recognized  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  completely  drawdown  the 
water  level  to  the  bedrock  surface. 
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On  the  basis  of  these  caieulations,  three  dewatering  wells,  spaced 
evenly  around  the  shaft,  each  with  a  pumping  capacity  of  500  gpm,  were 
specified.  The  dewatering  subcontractor  installed  the  three  wells  using  an 
air-rotary  rig,  and  driving  steel  casing  as  the  wells  were  advanced.  He  then 
perforated  the  casings  with  a  down-hole  perforator.  The  wells  were 
designated  #1,  #2  and  #3 A  (#3  was  abaondoned  because  of  difficulty  drilling 
through  boulders)  as  shown  on  Figure  3. 

Pumping  was  started  when  the  shaft  excavating  equipment  was  mobi¬ 
lized  in  July  1984.  Tlie  initial  pumping  rate  from  the  three  wells  was  about 
900  gpm,  but  the  rate  decreased  rapidly  and  stabilized  at  about  300  gpm. 
After  pumping  for  several  weeks,  drawdown  of  only  about  10  feet  was 
achieved  in  the  shaft,  although  pumping  levels  in  the  wells  were  at  depths  of 
about  100  feet.  After  encountering  water  at  a  depth  of  54  feet,  excavation 
of  the  shaft  was  halted. 

Calculations  based  on  pumping  rate  and  measured  drawdown  indicated  a 
permeability  of  .06  ft/min  for  the  alluvium.  Recovery  curves  after  the 
pumps  were  shut  down  indicated  a  permeability  of  .04  't/min.  These  values 
were  consistent  with  the  previously  determined  value  of  .05  ft/min. 

.After  surveying  the  well  casings  with  a  down-hole  video  camera,  it  was 
determined  that  the  perforations  did  not  provide  sufficient  open-space  for 
weU  efficiency.  The  dewatering  subcontractor  attempted  to  re-perforate  the 
wells,  but  only  increased  the  stabilized  pumping  rate  to  about  400  gpm. 
After  additional  attempts  to  re-perforate  the  casing  resulted  in  the  collapse 
of  one  of  the  casings  (#2),  this  method  was  abandoned. 

The  well  subcontractor  was  then  i.istructed  to  install  three  new  wells 

with  well  screens  extending  from  60  feet  to  115  feet  depth,  and  with  the 

wells  bottomed  15  feet  into  bedrock.  Based  on  gradation  curves  of  samples 

from  the  wells,  indicating  42%  retained  on  3/8-inch  screen  and  58%  retained 

on  1 /4-inch  screen,  well  screens  with  a  slot  width  of  .18  inches  and  a 

2 

minimum  open  area  of  200  in  per  foot  were  specified. 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


FIO 


Fll 


After  the  new  screened  weils  Cdesiijnated  #11.  #22  and  #33)  were 
installed  and  developed,  a  4-day  pump  test  was  conducted  by  pumping  the  3 
wells  simultaneously  between  November  29  and  December  3.  1984.  Pumping 
quantities  were  measured  with  a  flow  meter  installed  in  the  discharge 
manifold.  Drawdown  was  measured  in  observation  wells  consisting  of  two  of 
the  old  wells,  #1  and  #3 A  (#2  had  collapsed  when  attempting  to  re-perforate 
the  casing,  and  could  not  be  used  for  monitoring),  piezometer  #P24X,  and 
slope  indicator  #P172.  #P32X  was  measured  initially,  but  because  of  its 

shallow  depth,  it  soon  went  dry  (see  Figure  3). 

Pumping  rates  were  high  initially,  over  1500  gpm,  but  after  about  20 
minutes  decreased  to  about  1000  gpm.  After  about  4  hours,  the  rate  had 
begun  to  fluctuate  between  about  350  and  1100  gpm,  indicating  that  the  wells 
were  sucking  air  and  surging.  After  closing  the  discharge  valves  somewhat, 
the  surging  stopped,  but  the  pumping  rates  continued  to  decline  to  about  350 
gpm  after  4  days. 

We  believe  this  decrease  in  pumping  rates  results  from  three  principal 
factors:  (1)  as  drawdown  increases,  the  effective  transmissibility  decreases 
because  the  wells  have  a  decreasing  thickness  of  saturated  formation  to  draw 
from;  (2)  as  the  drawdown  cone  steepens,  vertical  permeability  of  the 
formation,  which  is  probably  less  than  horizontal  permeability,  becomes  a 
more  significant  factor;  and  (3)  as  the  drawdown  cone  widens,  boundary 
conditions,  consisting  of  the  sloping  bedrock  walls  of  the  canyon,  the  cutoff 
wall  of  the  dam.  and  recharge  from  the  river  downstream,  come  into  effect. 
In  order  to  evaluate  the  effect  of  the  boundary  conditions  and  other  factors, 
a  computer  model  was  used  based  on  the  method  of  image  wells. 

The  effectiveness  of  the  new  dewatering  system  was  evaluated  using  a 
computer  program  developed  by  ESA  which  calculates  the  unsteady  state 
drawdown  of  an  extensive  confined  aquifer  being  pumped  by  a  series  of 
constant  discharge  wells.  The  program  calculates  the  drawdown  at  a  point 
due  to  a  constant  pumping  (or  recharging)  well  by  solving  the  equation: 
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-  h  =  Q/(4ffT) J  (e'‘^(iu)/u 
u 

2 

where  u  =  r  S/4Tt  and 

Q  =  the  constant  well  discharge 

T  =  coefficient  of  transmissibility  (T  =  Kb;  K  =  permeability  and  b 
=  saturated  thickness) 

t  =  time  since  pumping  began 

s  =  storage  coefficient 

r  =  distance  from  point  to  well 

This  equation  is  known  as  the  nonequilibrium  or  Tlieis  equation.  The  program 
can  simulate  the  effects  of  impervious  and/or  stream  (or  constant  head) 
boundaries  using  image  wells.  .Assumptions  and  methodology  regarding  the 
analysis  procedure  is  discussed  in  Todd  (Todd,  "Ground  Water  Hydrology," 

John  Wiley  <5c  Sons,  Inc.,  1959,  pp.  78-114), 

For  an  unconfined  aquifer,  the  specific  yield  of  the  formation  is 
substituted  for  the  storage  coefficient. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  drawdowns  computed  from  the  equation 
above  are  nearly  correct  for  an  unconfined  aquifer  as  long  as  the  drawdown  is 
small  in  comparison  with  the  saturated  thickness.  In  the  cases  of  the 
drawdowns  measured  at  Ririe  Dam  during  pumping,  the  saturated  :  ?kness  is 
being  changed  rather  significantly,  especially  near  the  pumping  wells.  In 
addition,  the  pumping  rates  of  the  wells  change  with  time  as  the  drawdowns 
in  the  wells  increase,  as  was  previously  mentioned. 

In  order  to  try  and  compensate  for  the  difference  between  the  actual 
field  conditions  and  the  assumptions  used  in  the  model,  transmissivities  and 
pumping  rates  were  "averaged"  over  the  time  period  of  interest.  An  average 
permeability  of  0.05  ft/min  was  used  in  all  runs  of  the  model.  Tlie  model  was 
first  calibrated  as  closely  as  possible  (and  practical)  to  the  drawdowns 
measured  in  several  piezometers/weils  during  the  pumping  of  the  newly 
developed  wells.  Once  the  model  was  calibrated  to  actual  field  conditions, 
drawdowns  were  calculated  for  additional  periods  of  time  to  project  the 
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effectiveness  of  the  new  dewatering  svstem.  Results  of  our  model  study  are 
summarized  in  the  table  below: 


COMPARISON  OF  PREDICTED  DRAWDOWN 
FROM  COMPUTER  MODEL  AND 
MEASURED  DRAWDOWN  FROM  4-DAY  PUMP  TEST 


Predicted 

Measured 

Days 

Avg  Q 

Observation 

Drawdown 

Drawdown 

(Min) 

GPM 

WeU 

(Ft) 

(Ft) 

1.33 

525 

#1 

20.1 

27.0 

(1915) 

3A 

19.2 

37.5 

P24X 

9.5 

7.0 

Shaft 

19.7 

— 

4.33 

420 

#1 

25.0 

31.0 

(6235) 

3  A 

24.0 

38.5 

P24X 

14.8 

11.0 

Shaft 

24.5 

— 

7.00 

397 

#1 

28.3 

(10.080) 

3A 

27.4 

P24X 

18.4 

Shaft 

27.8 

14.00 

373 

#1 

34.7 

(20.160) 

3A 

34.0 

P24X 

25.3 

Shaft 

34.3 

The  table  shows  that  the  model  underestimates  the  drawdowns  actually 
measured  during  the  pump  test.  i.e..  for  dewatering  purposes,  the  model  is 
conservative.  The  model  also  indicates  that  the  drawdown  in  the  shaft  should 
be  approximately  the  same  as  '.he  drawdown  in  the  close  observation  wells  #1 
and  #3A.  The  model  predicts  that  the  drawdown  in  the  shaft  should  be  about 
34  feet  after  14  days  of  pumping.  With  the  static  water  level  at  a  depth  of 
44.5  feet,  the  predicted  drawdown  in  the  shaft  would  be  at  a  depth  of  78.' 
feet.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  actual  drawdowns  measured  in  the  close 
observation  wells  after  4  days  pumping  ranged  from  31  to  38.5  feet. 


Based  on  the  results  of  the  computer  model  study,  it  was  decided  to 
remobilize  the  excavation  equipment  in  the  summer  of  1985  to  deepen  the 
shaft  and  obtain  additional  samples.  The  pumps  were  started  on  Julv  17, 
1985,  two  weeks  before  the  excavation  equipment  was  mobilized,  in  order  to 
allow  time  for  sufficient  drawdown.  Within  two  weeks  the  pumping  quantity 
had  stabilized  at  about  330  gpm,  with  water  levels  in  the  pump  wells  and 
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observation  wells  as  follows: 


Pump 

Water  Depth  Below 

WeU 

Surface  Datum 

#11 

95.0- 

#33 

97.7’ 

#22 

111.0' 

Observation 

WeU 

#  1 

78' 

#  3A 

83.4’ 

#P172 

54.4' 

#P24X 

Dry  at  58.9'  (Total  depth  of  piezometer) 

TTic  computer  model  and  previous  pump  test  results  had  indicated  that 
the  drawdown  in  the  sha^t  should  be  about  the  same  as  the  drawdown  in 
monitoring  well  #3A.  "nierefore,  it  was  hoped  that  the  shaft  could  be 
excavated  to  a  depth  of  at  least  80  feet.  Nevertheless,  groundwater  was 
encountered  in  the  shaft  at  a  depth  of  67.6  feet.  A  sump  pump  was  installed 
in  the  shaft,  which  lowered  the  water  level  enough  to  take  density  test  #8, 
but  could  not  draw  down  the  water  sufficiently  to  advance  the  shaft  further 
A  bulk  sample  of  saturated  gravels  was  taken,  which  brought  the  final  shaft 
depth  to  72.8  feet. 

Drawdown  curves,  based  on  measurements  taken  August  8.  1985  (22 
days  after  pumping  began)  are  plotted  on  Figure  4.  The  curves  are  much 
steeper  in  the  vicinity  of  the  shaft  than  outside  of  the  area  of  the  pump 
wells.  Given  the  fact  that  the  three  pump  wells  are  spaced  evenly  around  the 
shaft,  the  steeper  curves  near  the  shaft  are  opposite  of  what  would  be 
expected  or  was  predicted  by  the  computer  model. 

C.  Density  Test  Procedures 

Eight  in-place  density  tests  were  performed  in  the  exploratory  shaft, 
and  excavated  material  from  the  tests  was  sieved  for  grain  size  determina¬ 
tions.  A  large  volume  bulk  sample  was  obtained  from  the  bottom  of  the  shaft 
for  laboratory  analysis  by  the  COE.  TTie  sampling  procedures  are  described 
below. 
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1.  Density  tests 


A  3-foot  diameter  by  6-inch  high  flanged  steel  ring  was  used  for  a 
perimeter  base  within  and  below  which  in-place  sample  material 
was  excavated.  Materials  disturbed  by  auger  drilling  were  exca¬ 
vated  by  hand  in  order  to  prepare  a  level  surface  in  undisturbed 
soil  upon  which  the  ring  was  placed.  .A  thin  rubber  membrane  (cut 
from  a  weather  balloon)  was  placed  over  the  ring  and  secured  with 
an  elastic  cord.  Water  was  ooured  in  the  membrane,  with  the 
volume  measured  by  two  calibrated  flow  meters.  TTie  volume  was 
calculated  to  the  nearest  1/10  of  a  gallon  after  filling  the  ring  to 
within  1  or  2  inches  of  the  top.  The  level  of  the  water  was 
measured  precisely  from  a  point  on  the  top  of  the  ring.  TTie  water 
was  then  evacuated  and  disposed  of  outside  of  the  shaft.  TTie 
rubber  membrane  was  removed,  and  excavation  of  sediments 
within  the  ring  commenced.  .Attempts  were  made  to  excavate 
approximately  900  pounds  of  material.  Sloughing  of  material 
underneath  the  rim  of  the  sample  ring  during  excavation  of 
samples  #2  and  #4  prevented  deeper  excavation  which  would  have 
been  required  to  obtain  this  desired  weight. 

After  excavation,  the  rubber  membrane  was  again  placed  over  the 
ring  and  refilled  with  water  up  to  the  previous  level.  This  volume 
of  water  was  then  recorded  from  which  the  previous  water  volume 
was  subtracted.  The  difference  between  the  two  volumes  consti¬ 
tutes  the  volume  of  the  sample  excavated.  It  is  estimated  that 
the  volume  of  water  is  from  .5  to  1.5  percent  less  than  the  true 
volume  of  the  removed  sample,  due  to  slight  non-conformity  of 
the  membrane  over  the  rough  relief  of  the  cavity  walls.  Follow¬ 
ing  the  volume  determination,  the  water  was  again  evacuated  and 
disposed  of  outside  the  shaft. 

The  freshly  excavated  sample  was  weighed  immediately,  then 
spread  out  to  air  dry.  The  dry  density  of  the  sample  was 
determined  after  oven-drying  a  smaller,  representative  sample  of 
the  material  and  calculating  the  moisture  content  as  described 
below. 
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2. 


Moisture  content 


Prior  to  air  drying,  a  representative  sample  of  the  material  (20  to 
30  pounds)  was  selected  for  moisture  content  analysis.  This 
sample  was  placed  in  three  shallow  pans  and  oven  dri;'2  to  a 
constant  weight  (generally  12  to  24  hours).  When  dried,  the 
sample  was  removed  from  the  oven,  allowed  to  cool,  and  re¬ 
weighed.  The  difference  of  the  wet  weight  minus  the  dry  weight 
(excluding  pan  weights)  divided  by  the  dry  weight  of  the  sample  is 
the  moisture  content  of  the  sample.  This  figure  is  used  to 
calculate  the  dry  weight  (dry  density)  of  the  sample: 


dry  density  = 


wet  density 
1  +  moisture  content 


Additional  moisture  content  determinations  were  performed  on 
air-dried  materials  from  sample  numbers  5  and  8.  TTiese  analyses 
were  made  to  check  the  degree  of  moisture  remaining  in  the 
samples  prior  to  sieving  and  packing  for  shipment.  The  moisture 
contents  of  the  air-dried  samples  were  2.2%  and  1.5%  for  samples 
3  and  8,  respectively.  It  is  estimated  that  for  the  air-dried 
portions  of  the  eight  density  samples,  the  moisture  content  ranged 
from  1%  to  3%  at  the  time  of  sieving. 


3.  Sieve  analyses 

After  air  and  oven  drying  of  the  density  samples,  the  material  was 
re-weighed,  then  sieved  through  an  automatic  Gilson  shaker  with 
the  following  sieve  sizes  utilized:  6-inch,  3-inch,  H-inch.  and  i- 
inch  (#4)..  Material  passing  the  4-inch  sieve  was  collected  in  a 
pan.  The  various  sizes  of  material  were  bagged  separately  using 
rubber-lined  canvas  bags  of  approximately  100-pound  capacity. 
The  entire  bagged  sample  was  re-weighed  to  check  anv  change 
after  the  sieving  process,  owing  to  loss  of  dust  (silt  and  clay-sized 
particles). 


4.  Bulk  sample 

At  a  shaft  depth  of  70.3  feet,  it  was  concluded  that  the  ground 
water  level  would  prevent  further  density  sampling.  At  the  COE’s 
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request,  a  bulk  sample  of  approximately  2,500  pounds  was  ob¬ 
tained  by  bucket  auger  drilling  to  a  depth  of  72.8  feet  (bottom  of 
the  bucket).  The  bulk  sample  material  was  air  dried  and  crated 
for  shipping  without  weighing. 

m  SUBSURFACE  CONDITIONS 


A.  Random  Fill  Zone 


TTie  embankment  fill  at  the  shaft  site  is  approximately  40  feet  thick 
and  consists  of  inhomogeneous  to  sharply  stratified  zones  of  silt,  gravel  and 
boulders.  Generally,  the  fill  material  grades  finer  with  depth. 

The  upper  32  feet  of  fiU  are  characteristically  coarse  with  abundant 
angular  cobbles  and  boulders  ranging  up  to  5  feet  in  size.  Non  to  low 
plasticity  fines  commonly  comprise  one-third  of  the  volume,  with  fine  to 
coarse  sand  and  gravel  typically  one-half  to  three-fifths  of  the  volume. 

Large  boulders  are  most  abundant  in  the  0-  to  12-foot  and  18-  to  29-foot 
depth  intervals. 

Most  of  the  material  above  the  32-foot  depth  is  moist,  with  local  wet  or 
saturated  zones  where  presumably  surface  water  percolation  is  perched  on 
finer  grained  lifts.  TTie  most  prominent  saturated  zone  occurs  between  29 
and  32  feet.  TTie  most  conspicuous  change  in  fill  material  occurs  at  a  depth 
of  32  feet,  below  which  silt  comprises  typically  two-thirds  or  more  of  the 
volume  with  minor  gravel  and  scattered  boulders.  This  material  is  signifi¬ 
cantly  drier,  ranging  from  damp  to  moist.  Gravel  clasts  below  the  32-foot 
level  are  predominently  rounded,  while  those  above  are  commonly  angular. 
Organic  roots  and  fibers  are  also  present  below  32  feet. 

B.  Alluvium 


As  interpreted  from  the  dewatering  well  borings  (see  Appendix),  the 
natural  alluvium  below  the  embankment  fill  extends  to  a  depth  of  approxi¬ 
mately  115  feet  below  the  surface  where  basaltic  bedrock  was  encountered. 


Ha  th  Sciences  Associates 


F19 


The  uppermost  alluvium  exposed  in  the  shaft  excavation  is  a  uniform, 
massive  silt,  differentiated  from  the  overlying  silty  fill  by  abundant  unbroken 
roots  and  bedding  planes.  Within  a  few  feet  of  the  fill  contact,  sandy 
interlenses  appear,  and  at  45.7  feet,  a  sharp  bedding  contact  with  gravel  is 
present.  Locally  stratified  and  interlensed  deposits  of  silt,  sand  and  gravel 
were  exposed  to  a  depth  of  approximately  50  feet,  below  which  generally 
massive  silty  and  sandy  gravels  were  encountered  to  the  limits  of  the  shaft 
excavation.  Below  approximately  50  feet,  the  fine  gravel  matrix  consists  of 
a  silt  or  clayey  silt  of  low  plasticity.  The  sand  fraction  is  typically  well 
graded  (poorly  sorted)  from  very  fine  to  coarse  grained,  with  skip-graded  to 
well  graded  gravels.  Occasional  cobbles  and  boulders  in  excess  of  six  inches 
are  scattered  throughout.  The  materials  excavated  below  approximately  50 
feet  displayed  a  striking  resemblance  to  a  wet.  lean  concrete  mix  when 
dumped  at  the  surface. 

The  sand  and  gravel  deposits  are  typically  medium  dense  to  dense, 
generally  massive,  but  locally  crudely  stratified  with  imbrication  of  gravel 
clasts  locally,  and  uncemented.  Clasts  are  predominantly  rounded  to  well 
rounded  and  commonly  flattened.  The  lithology  of  the  gravels  include 
abundant  basaltic  clasts  derived  from  rocks  similar  to  the  volcanic  flow  rocks 
underlying  this  region,  as  well  as  sedimentary  and  metasedimentary  clasts, 
including  quartzite,  secondary  quartz,  limestone  and  chert  derived  from 
upland  regions  to  the  southeast. 

Based  on  hand  excavation  experience,  the  material  below  approximately 
50  feet  can  be  field  classified  as  medium  dense  to  dense.  Excavation  of  these 
materials  by  hand  is  feasible,  but  somewhat  difficult  due  to  the  dense  packing 
resulting  from  the  wide  range  of  grain  sizes.  A  clean  exposure  of  the  natural 
deposits  (generally  limited  due  to  ca.sing  cover,  slough  cover,  or  auger 
disturbance)  observed  below  the  casing  from  66.8  to  70.3  (see  photos) 
revealed  massive,  uncemented  sand  and  gravel  deposits  which  were  very 
dense.  Clasts  could  be  removed  by  hand,  but  with  difficulty.  Excavation  of 
sample  #8  (66.4  to  67.8  feet)  encountered  these  very  dense  sediments,  the 
excavability  of  which  was  slightly  more  difficult,  but  not  significantly 
different  than  the  excavability  of  samples  4  through  7. 
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TTie  alluvial  sediments  below  72.?  feet  were  not  sampled,  but  dewater¬ 
ing  well  drilling  indicates  predominantly  massive  sand  and  gravel  to  be 
present  nearly  to  the  bedrock  depth  at  approximately  115  feet.  A  reddish- 
colored,  finer-grained  sandy  silt  zone  several  feet  in  thickness  overlies 
bedrock  at  the  location  of  dewatering  well  #1. 

C.  Shaft  Log 

A  description  of  the  earth  materials  and  conditions  encountered  durmg 
the  shaft  ecavation  is  presented  below.  A  lithologic  sketch  log  of  the  shaft 
wall  was  attempted,  but  was  only  feasible  in  a  few  locations  where 
undisturbed  earth  materials  were  exposed.  Commonly,  the  method  of  shaft 
advancement  and  casing  protection  obscured  the  vertical  shaft  walls  for 
sketching  or  photographic  purposes. 

Descriptions  of  the  materials  excavated  were  based  on  examination  at 
the  surface  of  materials  recovered  by  the  flight  auger  or  bucket  auger,  by 
direct  inspection  of  the  in-situ  materials  as  conditions  permitted  within  the 
bottom  of  the  shaft,  and  of  materials  at  the  different  sampling  internal 
depths.  TTie  descriptions  are  of  conditions  as  estimated  in  the  field.  The 
various  percentages  of  grrain  sizes  given  are  based  on  visual  volume  esti¬ 
mates,  not  weight,  and  are  therefore  likely  to  vary  from  the  grain  size 
gradations  (percentage  based  on  weight)  determined  by  the  sieve  analyses  of 
samples 
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IV  DENSITY  TEST  RESULTS 


The  following  data  sheets  provide  data  for  each  of  the  eight  density  sAT'.ples. 
Included  are  volume,  weight,  moisture  and  size  gradation  data. 

As  shown,  the  dry  density  calculations  for  both  the  one  fill  sample  and  the 
alluvium  samples  reveal  a  consistent  increase  in  density  with  depth. 

TTie  percentage  of  sampled  material  passing  the  i-inch  sieve  screen  ranges 
from  a  low  of  31.3%  for  sample  #4  to  a  high  of  87.8%  for  sample  #2  (just  below  the 
fill  contact). 

Both  samples  #4  and  #8  were  excavated  with  ground  water  seeping  into  the 
cavity,  thus  migration  of  fines  into  or  out  of  the  cavity  may  have  occurred  to  a 
minor  extent.  It  is  estimated  the  weights  of  the  i-inch  size  fraction  for  these 
samples  may  be  in  error  up  to  5%,  plus  or  minus.  In  addition,  the  seepage  water  in 
the  sample  cavity  reduced  the  efficiency  of  the  rubber  membrane  to  conform  to 
the  cavity  walls,  and  the  resultant  volumes  calculated  for  samples  #4  and  #8  are 
estimated  to  be  1.5%  to  3.0%  less  than  the  actual  volume  of  sediments  excavated. 
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SUMMARY  OF  DENSITY  TEST  RESULTS 


Test 

No. 

Depth 

(ft) 

Wet 

Density 

(PCF)' 

Moisture 

Content 

(%) 

Drv 

Density 

(PCF) 

Dry 

Sample. 
Wt  (Lbs) 

1 

13.7 

131.6 

26.7 

103.9 

693.8 

2 

40.1 

111.1 

24.2 

89.5 

551.9 

3 

44.2 

112.0 

16.8 

95.9 

719.8 

4 

50.8 

143.4 

13.4 

126.5 

618.3 

5 

56.2 

139.4 

10.9 

125.7 

813.4 

5 

2.2 

126.1 

815.7 

6 

59.5 

134.3 

6.2 

126.5 

869.9 

1 

63.4 

139.6 

5.5 

132.3 

858.6 

8 

66.4 

157.6 

13.7 

138.6 

795.9 

8 

1.5 

139.2 

799.0 

1,  Calculated  by:  Wet  Or  Air  Pry  _WeJght - 

1  +  Moisture  Content 

2.  Drv  weight  recalculated  from  air  dry  weight  and  air  drv  moisture 
content  to  minimize  error  from  very  wet  sample. 
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DtPTH.  fMt 


0*mitv 
«  StmplM 


fill 

Slit  S«nd  Gr«»«l.  BouMti  Mriable  %: 
moist  to  loolly  MturitM.  bouMcrs  to  S' 
size,  tvpicjlly  Silty  S«nd  to  Sindy  Gravel. 


a  FercfieP 

T  H2O 

-#2  Satie" 

-#3  — 


32  3  396 


-«3’45  7- 


«67-728- 


Gravelly  tilt:  low  to  non-planic  fines,  very 
dense,  cttaotic  rounded  gravel  arto  tcanereP 
boulders,  approa.  16-25%.  broken  roots 
common. 

ALLUVIUM 

Seno  and  Silt  vaoeklv  ilretrfied.  very  fine 
land,  low  planicnv  finaa:  fine  to  coarse 
■revel  and  bouidert  to  r,  leas  than  3%. 
mom;  medium  danaa. 

Silty  Send:  non-plettc  fmea  20-90%;  very 
fine  tend;  medium  danee:  mom;  mail  frag- 
manta  within. 

Send  end  Gravel'  non-pteatc  finaa  6-15%. 
fine-  to  ooarie-grainad  wnd.  10-50%.  r'vel 
bo  34" .  tvpcally  '■>  1" ;  wall  rounded 
medium  danee  to  aenae  lift  and  and  lenses 
odaarved.  46-50 
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FIELD  DESCRIPTION  OF  DENSITY  SAMPLES 


Depth 

Sample  Below  Sfc.  Field 

No.  (feet)  _ Description 


FILL 

1  13.7-15+  SILTY  GRAVEL;  reddish  to  brownish  p“ay,  low  plasticity 

fines  estimated  at  35%;  fine  to  coarse  sand,  predominately 
coarse,  estimated  at  around  30%;  angular  gravel  and  boul¬ 
ders  to  3  feet  estimated  35%;  moist. 


ALLUVIUM 

2  40.1-42.6  SILT;  (silty  clay  to  very  fine-grained  sand);  low  plasticity 

fines;  very  fine  sandy  clay,  silt,  very  fine  sand,  weakly 
stratified  in  thin  lenses  1/2-  to  3-inehes  thick.  Fine  to 
coarse  gravel  and  boulders  to  1  foot,  less  than  3%,  in 
poorly  defined  zones,  no  apparent  stratification,  chaotic. 
Firm  to  stiff  silty  <^y.  Pocket  Penetrometer  ^P)  approxi¬ 
mately  2.1  tons/ft^  minimum  to  4.5  tons/ft'^  in  medium 
dense  sandy  silt-silty  sand;  moist. 

3  44.2-47  SILTY  SAND;  non-plastic  fines,  estimated  20-50%;  very 

fine  sand;  pebbles  less  than  2%;  medium  dense;  uniform;  a 
few  roots,  less  than  1%;  white  shell  fragments  within; 
moist. 


4 


5 


6 


45.7-47+ 


50.8-52.5 


56.2-58.0 


59.5-61.3 


SILTY  GRAVEL;  low  to  non-t>lastic  fines,  5-15%;  fine  to 
coarse-grained  sand  10-50%;  gravel  to  4  inches,  typically 
1/2-to  1-inch,  typically  well  rounded;  abundant  sedimen¬ 
tary  and  metasedimentary  clasts  (shale,  quartzite,  quartz, 
siliceous  and  limey  shale),  minor  volcanics;  loose-medium 
dense;  moist;  sharp  contact  at  45.7  feet. 

GRAVELLY  SAND;  fine  to  coarse  sand  50+%;  well  graded 
gravel,  well  rounded  and  flattened  clasts;  loose-medium 
dense;  saturated. 

GRAVELLY  SAND  (SANDY  GRAVEL);  sUghUy  plastic  fines 
5-12%;  medium  dense;  well  graded  fine-to-coarse-grained 
sand  and  gravel;  sub-angular  to  weU-rounded  clasts,  elon¬ 
gated  commonly;  wet  to  very  wet  (resembles  wet  cement, 
dvk  gray);  weakly  developed  lease  of  sandy  silt,  around  2 
inches  thick,  discontinuous  at  around  57.3  feet. 

GRAVELLY  SAND  (SANDY  GRAVEL);  slightly  plastic  fines 
less  than  8%;  loose  to  medium  dense;  wet;  moderately 
graded;  sub-angular  to  typically  well  rounded  clasts;  flat, 
elongated  common;  drier  than  #5;  local  wall  section  re¬ 
veals  chaotic  to  locally  weakly,  crudely  stratified.  30-inch 
boulder  at  56.6  feet  hangs  up  7  feet  easing;  also  12-  to  18- 
ineh  boulder  wedged  against  casing;  saturated  locally  at 
margin  of  30 -inch  boulder. 
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63.4- 65.2  GRAVELLY  SAND  (SANDY  GRAVEL);  Same  as  #6;  sUghtly 

wetter  than  #6;  no  boulders;  no  distinct  bedding  or  lenses; 
locally  clean  fine  to  coarse  sand  and  fine  g;ravcl  zone  at 
around  63.4-  63.6-feet,  very  gradational. 

8  66.4-67.8  GRAVELLY  SAND  (SANDY  GRAVEL);  Fines  less  than  10%; 

medium  dense;  well  rounded;  flattened  clasts  common;  no 
distinct  stratafication;  wall  exposure  limited,  displays  im¬ 
bricate  structure  of  flat  clasts,  poorly  developed;  also 
chaotic  zones. 

66.4-  Wet-saturated;  seepage  invades  from  upstream  (dam) 
direction. 
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Geologic  Log  of  Shaft 


depth  description 

FILL 

0-3'  SILTY  GRAVEL;  brown  (7.5  YR  4/2);  non-  to 

slightly  plastic  fines  30  -  50%;  fine-  to  coarse¬ 
grained  sand,  20  -  35%;angular  gravel, cobbles, 
boulders  to  3'  siae,  30  -  50%; loose  -  dense;  chaotic; 
moist. 

3*  Yellowish  barnj  approx.  1'  thick,  horizontal. 

6'  5'  boulder;  numerous  others  less  than  5'. 

6-12'  SANDY  SILT :  low  plasticity  fines  30  ■  50%;  sand, 

30  -  40%;  gravel  (%'  -  3")  15  -  30%;  cobbles  and 
boulders  15  -  25%. 

12'-  SILTY  SAND:  low  plasticity  fines  approx.  30%, 

sand  approx.  30%;  gravel  to  3"  15  -  25%;  cobbles- 
boulders  15  -  25%. 


^  SILTY  GMAVEL  brow  nun  (ny  Mw 
Wanicnv  fmai  wproi  ]S%  cotrm  and 
tpyMom  I  30%.  maiMr  friwt  «na 
bootdan  le  3  fwi.  ranainda .  mo«< 


(D  SILTY  SANO;  psa  raMith  (ray  loy> 
ptanicny  lina  toorou  40%.  fine  to 
•oaw  and  tponn  40%.  inpuUr  fnal 
apdfoa  30%;  cddbla.  bouidtft  WB  in«n 
•%;  mem 


18-21 '  Locally  reddish  brown  (5  YR  4/4);  locally  wet; 

silty  clay  fines  ere  slightly  plastic;  abundant 
bouMaa  to  4'  size. 

21-29'  Bouldan  typically  lass  than  4'. 

29'  Reddish  gray  color  typically;  l^ocally  perched  water, 

saturated  zones.  Boulders  4’A'to  S'  maximum  size. 

30'  Color  grades  to  gray-brown,  less  large  boulders, 

more  sand;  locally  wet-saturated. 
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DEPTH,  ladt 


WALL  LOG  30.8'-37.Q‘ 


SILTY  GHAVEL  low*  to  non-ot«ttic 
Aom  30^%.  Moa  iporOR  30%:  gra^i 
30-60%.  mMiiM.  cAootic.  angular  frag- 
manu  Ofodominata.  mao  tftnM-danta: 
motftHwac;  local  toipogt.  parcfiad  abova 

“"rt  d). 


perTH 


ESCRtPTION 


gravelly  SILT,  dark  grav  brown  (10 
YR  4/2)  .  low  to  non-ctacttc  fmat  60  to 
60%:  land  S  to  20%.  grawai  15  to  25% 
chaotic,  pradominantiy  wall  rounoad 
Katttrad  bouidari.  damp  to  damo^oist 
wv  danta;  organic  iibmt.  orokan  rooti 
oratant 


Alluvium 

39.6'-  '43'  SANDY  SILT:  low  plasticity  clayey  fines  with  very 
fine  sand,  and  silt  in  weakly  stratified  thin  le  ases, 

%  to  3"  in  thickness;  gravel  and  boulders  less  than 
3%;  boulders  to  1';  gravel  is  fine  to  coarse;  unstrat¬ 
ified;  roots  common  near  contact;  sandy  silt  is 
medium  dense,  silty  clay  is  firm  to  stiff;  moist. 


WALL  LOG  3S.9'-40.1' 


»  Ctockwiw  mMturemcnt  in  ftet  from  bMnng  S55E 


(T)  CeAVELLV  S)LT  (amt  a  unit  2  iboa 
tall  MX.  32.3-29  61 


SANDY  SILT  ALLUVIUM  lamuu 
aoa3e6A3’l 


*■4345.7'  SILTY  SAND:  rwn-blestic  firm  approx.  20  -  50%. 

wry  firtc  sand;  erhite  krell  fragments  within; 
medium  dense;  moist;  homogeneous,  uniform;  • 
fmv  roots,  less  then  .1%,  pebbles  less  then  2%. 

45.747'  SILTY  GRAVEL:  low  ■  non-plastic  fines  fines  5  - 
15%  ;  fine  •  to  coane-grained  sand  approx.  10  - 
60%;  gravel  to  3"  -  4",  typically  approx.  %  -  1 "; 
commonly  well  roundad,  non-bataltic;  shale,  quan- 
zite,  limestone,  chert  (7);  moist;  medium-dense  to 
loose;  short  contact  with  overlying  silty  send. 
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DEPTH,  iMt 


WALL  LOG48.2'-60.5‘± 


Caving 
caitng  zone 


CtockwiM  maMur«m«nt  in  f«el  from  bMnng  S55E 
0  -  lil«¥  ® 


bio. 

.  flat,  roundad 


Bottom  of 

aaa>n«48.3 


48  2 


SOS 


(J)  BAND;  fma-  to  noana-QramaO:  moOar- 
aialv  wall  radaO.  dtall-ricb;  looaa  to 
ntadiutn  danM:  fw  finat 

@  SILTY  BAND  ANO  GRAVEL  low 

OlaatKnv  finai  twnabla  %.  typtealiv  <30%; 
fina  to  coane  Mod  apptox  70%:finato 
madium  :  madium  danta .  moitt 


Claan  tilt  lante  pockat  panatrocnatat  • 
^  1. M  . 75  TSF  .  moitt 

BILTV  BAND  SANDY  GRAVEL,  mtar 
lantad;  poorly  dafinad  lantat.  frada 
tional,  loota  fina  (rayai  -  coarta  wnd 
roundad  clattt;  loota  paa-f'*'*!  locally. 
d«ali-<>clt 


DEPTH  DESCRIPTION 

50.5-66.8'+  GRAVELLY  SAND  •  SANDY  GRAVEL-  dark 

gray;  slightly  plastic  fines  typically  5  to  15%; 
medium  dense;  well  graded  sand  and  gravel;  sub- 
angular  to  well-rounded  clasts,  elongated  and  flat¬ 
tened  commonly;  wet;  typically  massive,  local 
weak  imbricate  structure;  resembles  wet  cement. 

66.8-72.8'  SANDY  GRAVEL:  massive;  very  dense;  saturated; 

well-rounded  to  flattened  clasts;  1"  to  3"  clast  size 
estimated  50+%;  weak  imbricate  alignment  of 
cobbles  locally. 
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DEPTH, 


Photo  1 .  Drilling  dewatering  well  #3A  with  air  rotary  equipment. 

Pneumatic  hammer  above  discharge  hose  (orange  box) 
drives  casing  down  as  drilling  advances.  Discharge  is 
erratic,  eruptive,  through  casing  and  hose. 


eel  man  cage  entering  top  of  shaft;  yellow  ventilation 
jse  in  foreground. 


Photo  5.  Gilson  shakers  for  sieve  analysis  adjacent  to  scale. 
Sample  ring  and  bucket  at  left. 


Photo  6.  Assembly  of  drying  box  and  space  heater  to  aid  air  drying 
process  of  samples. 
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Photo  8. 


Photo  7. 


Sample  #1,  prior  to  membrane  placement,  fill  material  caves 
readily  behind  8'  diameter  steel  casing. 
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Checking  moisture  condition  of  sample  #8  during  air  drying  process 
in  dryer  box;  removable  covers  in  background. 
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Photo  1 1 .  Shaft  wall  below  30.8'. 


'*  ja 


Photo  12.  View  upwards  @  63'  level.  Safety  equipment  includes  rope  ladder, 
safety  lines,  air  blower,  and  steel  cage. 
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Photo  13.  Evacuating  water-filled  membrane  in  cavity  of  sample  #7  at  63.4 
feet;  electric  pump  discharges  water  into  steel  bucket,  then  it  is 
hoisted  out.  Conformity  of  membrane  to  gravel  wall  illustrated. 


Photo  14.  Detail  of  sand  and  gravel  deposits  below  bottom  of  casing  at  66.8'; 

Deposits  are  dense,  massive  here,  with  slight  imbrication  of  clasts 
evident;  abundant  water  seepage  over  wall  surface.  (1  of  3) 
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Photo  16.  Below  bottom  of  casing  @  66.8'.  (3  of  3) 


Photo  17.  10  foot-long  perforated  casing  for  sump  pump  in  place  at  bottom  of 
shaft  (70.3);  PVC  discharge  pipe  extends  to  surface,  saturated  massive 
sand  and  gravel  deposits  apparent.  (1  of  2) 


Photo  18.  Sump  pump  casing  and  massive  sand  and  gravel  deposits  at  approx. 
70'  depth.  (2  of  2) 
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Test  No.:  _ "L _ 

Depth:  -^O- 1  ' 


Date:  &/ 


3  FOOT  SAMPLING  DENSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TEST 


Comments: 


Hole  Volume 


Meter  1  Meter  2 


Vol  ) 


2n<i  Read 


_  +  7  4a  *  b.  .1  ft.’ 


Gross  Weight  i  wetl 


Density  Iwetl 


Soil  Bucket 


Moisture 

Weifht  (Wet  ♦  Tirel 

Weieht  (Dry  •  Tarel 

Waiqtit  Water 

Tare  Weight 


Soil  iOry) 


Dtmtty  ^dry} 


%  Moifturt  Comtm 


Gradation 


Waifht 

fl«cain«d 


Aceumuietad 


Samplt  Dry  Weight  t  S43.  ^  /6s 

-I 

Weight  Percentage 

Passing  ,  Pautng 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


F40 


Hole  Volum« 


Initul 
1it  Rod 
A 

Initial  I2I 
2nd  Read 
A 


SatTiple^Dry  Weight  s  ?  /  cj 

Wtifht  Parcantaea 

Paaiing  Pauinq 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


TtitNo.:  _ 

0«pth:  SO-S  • _ 

Oats:  \ 


Hole  Volume 

Initial 
lit  Rtad 

A 

Initial  12) 
2nd  Raad 

A 


Gfbti  Weight  (wet) 

Soil  *  Buckat 
Buck  at 
Soil 


3  FOOT  SAMPLING  DENSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TEST 


Comments: 


Matar  1 

■^2A 


Vol.  IGal.l 


+  7.48  ■  4.  ft.3 


Daniity  Iwatl 

lbi./tt.^ 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


TastNo.:  _5 _ 

Depth:  g.t^.2.  -  •iS.o' 

Date:  S’ 


3  FOOT  sampling  DENSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TEST 


By;  - 

Commano:  p  i  ^  - 


Hole  Volume 

Mtttf  1 

Mtttf  2 

Av9. 

Vol.  IGtI.I 

Vol  Ih.^ ) 

Initiai 

**0 

1st  RMd 

E2'  -SC 

sr=- 

A 

21  C5 

2l.  »C 

2'.-  le 

Initial  (2) 

sssstfi  ' 

2nd  Raad 

5-= . - = 

A 

fcf  2  = 

««-56 

•  -i-T  M  - 

t..4.T 

Gross  Weight  iwet) 

No  1 

No  2 

Total 

Dansity  iw«t) 

-40 

-rs 

Buck  at 

Sell 

•4-212  <r?~ 

*  A-IC;  55  • 

<301. iC 

»<=  A 

lb»./h.’ 

MoiSturg 

fM  m  i 

Wtiglit  IWtt  ■  Ttrt) 

Wtight  lOrv  *  TtrtI 

Wtiglii  Wtttr 

Ttr  Wtigtit 

Wtigrn  Sell  IDryl 

%  Monturt  r  onttm 

^  ~,0  bt 

'.2  fcfc  it» 

•  1.55  lbs 

1 1 

■  1  22. 

.1 

“te  M; 

iiiMk  ,,4*2— VaJTT 

.  ;  -r 

:  Ac 

■-  -*  . 

2  fa«i 

.  iC 

iC 

Oantitv  Idryl 

.c.- 

li  ' 

iC<^ 

■  ~  ^  ” 

ibt./h.’ 

Gradation 


Sm« 

SiH 


Wtiflit 

RraiMd 


Aecumulatfd 


Sampla^bry  Weight  = 
Wnght 


S" 

O  lbs 

C  'M 

2=1. 

3" 

B.a3 

«  «,2 

aii.sr 

J*:  - 

1!4" 

.C7 

li 

:40  t-4i 

14,7  C7 

4,7.  a 

'a.  se 

121  fcS 

■AC47  Oft 

=  :i  A 

#4 

12-I4.lt, 

•411  ai 

42  3 

Ran 

_ m.faa _ 

Rtrctntaat 

Piwina 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


F43 


Hol«  Volum* 


Mttw  1  Mmw  2  A<9.  VoI.  IGal.) 


Vol  ) 


Initial 
lit  Raail 
A 

Initial  <21 
2ncl  Raad 

A 


Gross  Weight  (wt) 

Soil  *  Buckat 
Buckat 


Soil 


+  7  4B  -  ^ 


No.  1 


No.  2  Total 


Dantity  <w€t) 


^s  3  lbt./h.’ 


Moistufi 


Tttt  No.:  _ is _ 

Depth;  •»' 

Dete:  ■?.  g/SS 


3  FOOT  SAMPLING  DENSITY 


By: 

Comments: 


Hole  Volume 

Initial 
In  Raid 
A 

Initial  121 
2nd  Raad 

A 


Gfoii  Wei^t  (weti 

Soil  *  Bucket 
Bucket 
Soil 


Moistur 


Vol.  IGal.l 


Wo.  2 

-1^0.0 

■  »ld-  2 


M  ^  +  7.48  ■  fe.f 


Oantity  (wet) 


5  ibi./h.-' 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


F45 


Ttit  No.;  _ 

Depth:  fe*  4- '  -  fcg,  i 


3  FOOT  SAMPLING  DE  nJSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TeST 


Comments: 


Gross  Weight  (wet) 


Soil  *  Bucket 


Moisture 

Miight  (Wet  *  Tare) 

Weight  (Dry  ♦  Tare) 

Weight  Water 

Tara  Weight 


Oamity  Iwet) 


•  n  .4-  rr:  ~  gi-g-  ?r> 

^  •  .ajas-ss 


Weight  Soil  (Dry) 


Dantity  (dry! 


%  Moifture  Content 


Gradition 


Weight 

Retained 


Sample'Dry  Weight  St>'%.  iS:  it:% 

Aecumuletad  Weight  Parcantaga 

Patting  Patting 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


TtstNo.:  _ S 


D«pth;  tnfa  g 


Date:  ‘j!' 


3  FOOT  SAMPuING  DENSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TEST 


By  .  - 

Commena:  f  I  ■"  2- 


Hole  Volume 

*  tw:?? 

Matar  1 

Matar  2  Avg. 

Vol.  (Gal.) 

Vol  Ift.^  1 

Initial 

In  Read 

- 

A 

_ fas  ■ 

_ g  °5  _ e  c,s 

- 

Initial  (2) 

s. 

a— 

2nd  Rud 

=.  a  "g  ■ 

- 

g-.35  .sf.  ^ 

-  4-  ^  +  7.48  •  =  ~4-  ft.-* 

Grots  Meight  Iwet) 

No.  1 

No.  2 

Total  Daniitv  (wat) 

Bucket  ~  1 

■  3i4  2 

Soil 

3i14  O 

♦  430.*^  *  304  q 

5:1.  fo  Ibi./ft.’ 

Moijture 

P^Kl  •  t 

«  ^k4  «P^ 

Weight  (Wet  *  Tetel 

\Z.\9  Ibl. 

A  -11  lbs 

^  lfc» 

3" 

IJ.fct 

O  13 

*1.  '-4dTe»_T 

Wfi9ht  Water 

1  42 

1  tsi 

3 

a  •«  £  1 , 

c 

^  11 

2.=1 

Soil  (Oryl 

^  ,c^ 

-  30 

-  .  ^  Daniitv  (dry) 

'dt  ' 

■idq  .-7 

1  4 

1  to  Ibi./ft.^ 

Gradation 

SampIrDry  Wtight  g  ^  ?■ 

Slav# 

Weieht 

Accumuletcd 

Weietii 

Parcantaga 

Slit 

Reuinad 

Wewht 

Pawing 

Paiting 

6" 

^  lb% 

3.11C?  llS  Ob 

'.DC  _ 

3" 

44 

'5 

VA" 

^5  5.3 

40.4fe 

^  -  - 

;8  Oto 

2151  .?2 

=  3:1. 41 

_ 

33 

'«!  f=.5 

45B  oe 

b. 

#  4 

1 34-.  fate 

40.t..531 

3  7. A.  4-2 

_ 

Pcfi  _ 

Earth  Sciences  Associates 


Test  No.:  _ £ _ 

Date:  _ 


3  FOOT  SAMPLING  DENSITY 
AND  SIEVE  TEST 


Z^iSL-Pb.i£P  -  o  .gg  ^-1 


By:  - 

Commtnts:  i  t- 


Hole  VoiunT 


M«ttr  1  M«t«r  2  Avg.  Vol.  G^i.) 


Vol  Ift.^  ) 


initial 
1ti  RMd 

A 

initial  (2) 
2nd  Raad 

A 


.7  43  •  g 


Gfo«  Waight  (»»at) 

Soil  Buckn 
Buck  It 
Soil 


No.  1 


No.  2 


Totil 


Su_£i 


Otnsirv  itvat) 


_s _ ibt./ft.** 


VAN  •  \ 

r^st  •  2 

PAN 

c  «  lbs. 

iC  2.S 

1 1  ^ 

IC  iC 

:;.n 

c.  '5 

D  11 

C . 

>C.~5 

Otnsity  (dry) 

4 

\.(o 

1  y 

ibi./ft.^ 

Moiltura 

Wiifht  (Wit  ♦  Tiril 

Witght  (Dry  ♦  Tiril 

Wii^kt  yVitir 

Tin  Wiiyht 

INiHfit  Soil  (Dry) 

%  Moitturi  Contim 


Gradation 


Sampla  Dry  Weight 


Silvi 

Sin 


6" 


w«eht 

Ritiinid 


Accumulnid 

Wtight 


Wiight 

Pming 


Pircintiei 

Rniine 


3" 


V/4- 

'A" 

«4 


Nil 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


NOT  REPRODUCED  BECAUSE  OF  POOR  QUALITY 


APPENDIX 

Photographs 
Water  Well  Logs 


Earth  Sciences  Associates 


F49 


APPENDIX  G:  REPORT  SUBMITTED  BY  EARTH  TECHNOLOGY  CORPORATION 

(January  1985) 


i 


CONE  PENETROMETER  TESTING 
RIRIE  DAM 
RIRIE,  IDAHO 


Prepared  for; 

U.S.  ARMY  CORPS  OF  ENGINEERS 
Waterways  Experiment  Station 
Vicksburg,  Mississippi  39180 


Prepared  by: 

THE  EARTH  TECHNOLOGY  CORPORATION 
3777  Long  Beach  Boulevard 
Long  Beach,  California  90807 


January,  1985 
85-U0-05 
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777C  Earth  Technology 
Corporation 


3777  Long  Beacn  Bouievara  •  PO  Box  7765  •  Long  Beach,  CaJiforma  90807 
'^eieonone  (213)  595-6611  /  (714)  821-7062  •  Telex  656338 


January  29,  1985 


Commander  and  Director 
U.S.  '.rmy  Engineers 

Waterways  Experiment  Station,  Corps  of 
Engineers 

P.O.  Box  631  -  Halls  Ferry  Road 
Vicksburg,  MS  39180 

Dear  Sirs: 

This  bound  report  describes  in  detail  The  Earth  Technology 
Corporation's  Cone  Penetrometer  Test  (CPT)  investigation 
at  Ririe  Dam,  Idaho,  performed  under  terms  of  Purchase  Order  No. 
DACW  39-84-M-4797. 

Data  gathered  during  this  investigation  were  transmitted 
to  Mr.  R.  Olsen  of  WES  immediately  after  completion  of  the 
investigation. 

We  have  enjoyed  working  on  this  program  with  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  and  look  forward  to  future  studies.  If  you 
should  have  any  questions,  please  do  not  hesitate  to  call 
us . 


Sincerely , 


THE  EARTH  TECHNOLOGY  CORPORATION  (Western) 


( 


Bruce  J.  Douglas 
Manager,  Testing  Services 


Andrew  I.  Strutynsky 
Project  Engineer 


BJD/AIS/ js 
Ends . 
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I .  INTRODUCTION 


This  report  presents  the  results  of  the  Earth  Technology  Corporation's  Cone 
Penetration  Tests  (CPT)  performed  for  the  Waterways  Experiment  Station  (WES), 
Corps  of  Engineers  at  Rlrie  Dam,  near  Ririe,  Idaho.  Three  Cone  Penetrometer 
Tests  were  performed  at  locations  specified  by  WES.  Two  soundings  Included 
seismic  velocity  measurements,  while  the  third  sounding  included  piezometrlc  and 
electrical  conductivity  measurements. 

The  Intent  of  the  CPT  program  was  to  provide  soil  data  supporting  WES  evaluation 
of  in  situ  conditions.  The  scope  of  work  Included  the  performance  of  the  field 
CPT  soundings,  in-house  computer  reduction  of  the  field  data,  and  presentation 
of  the  CPT  data. 

Presented  in  plot  or  tabular  format,  this  report  includes:  (1)  standard  CPT 
data  (cone  resistance,  friction  resistance,  and  friction  ratio);  (2)  piezometrlc 
CPT  data,  both  dynamic  and  during  pore  pressure  dissipations  (3)  electrical 
conductivities  and  (4)  seismic  shear  wave  velocities  versus  depth  at  the 
sounding  locations. 


II.  DATA  ACQUISITION 

Field  Exploration 

The  Cone  Penetration  Test  (CPT)  consists  of  pushing  a  cone-tipped  probe  into  a 
soil  deposit  while  simultaneously  recording  the  end  bearing  and  side  friction 
resistance  of  the  soil  to  chat  penetration.  The  Cone  Penetration  Tests 
described  in  this  report  were  conducted  in  general  accordance  with  ASTM  specifi¬ 
cations  (ASTM-D3441-79)  using  an  electric  cone  penetrometer. 
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CPT  Instruments 


The  CPT  equipment  consists  of  a  cone  assembly  mounted  at  the  end  of  a  series  of 
hollow  sounding  rods.  A  set  of  hydraulic  rams  is  used  to  push  the  cone  and 
rods  into  the  soil,  while  a  continuous  record  of  cone  and  friction  resistance 
versus  depth  is  obtained  in  both  analog  and  digital  form.  A  specially  designed 
all  wheel  drive  20  ton  CPT  unit  was  used  to  house  and  transport  the  test  equip¬ 
ment.  The  Earth  Technology  Corporation  also  can  provide  other  CPT  systems  for 
limited  access  areas. 

Two  different  type  of  cone  instruments  were  used  during  this  study.  The  first 
cone  penetrometer  assembly  (Figure  1)  consists  of  a  conical  tip  and  a  cylindri¬ 
cal  friction  sleeve.  The  conical  tip  has  a  60“  apex  angle  and  a  projected 
cross-sectional  area  of  15  square  centimeters;  the  cylindrical  friction  sleeve 
has  a  surface  area  of  200  square  centimeters.  Both  the  conical  tip  and  the 
cylindrical  friction  sleeve  have  other  diameters  of  about  4.37  centimeters. 

This  type  of  instrument  was  used  for  Soundings  RD-C-2  and  RD-C-3. 

The  second  instrument  is  similar  to  the  first,  but  the  conical  tip  is  only  10 
square  centimeters  in  projected  cross-sectional  area,  while  the  sleeve  has  an 
area  of  150  square  centimeters  (Figure  2).  Both  the  conical  tip  and  the  fric¬ 
tion  sleeve  have  outer  diameters  of  about  3.6  centimeters.  This  second  CPT 
instrument  can  only  be  loaded  to  about  5  cons,  while  the  first  instrument  can 
sustain  over  15  Cons  of  load.  This  10  square  centimeter  instrument  was  used 


during  Sounding  RD-C-l. 


The  interior  of  each  cone  penetrometer  is  instrumented  with  strain  gauges  that 
allow  simultaneous  measurement  of  cone  tip  and  friction  sleeve  resistance  during 
penetration.  Continuous  electric  signals  from  the  strain  gauges  are  transmitted 
by  a  cable  in  the  sounding  rods  to  analog  and  digital  data  recorders  in  the  CPT 
truck.  The  continoua  analog  recordings  of  subsurface  soil  resistance  were 
evaluated  and  used  in  the  field  for  planning  phases  of  the  investigation. 

Piezometric  CPT 

A  piezometric  transducer  was  added  to  the  15  square  centimeter  CPT  Instrument 
for  Sounding  RD-C-2.  The  piezocone  assembly  includes  a  pore  pressure  transducer 
and  saturated  porous  filter  element.  The  piezocone  design  used  for  this  study 
has  the  transducer  ported  to  the  middle  of  the  conical  tip  of  the  cone  instru¬ 
ment  (termed  tip  sensing),  and  is  shown  in  Figure  1.  This  particular  design  of 
piezometer  system  induces  no  known  effect  on  cone  (tip  or  friction  sleeve) 
transducer  output  under  laboratory  calibrations.  Pore  pressures  are  all  inter¬ 
nal  to  the  cone  tip.  Thus,  standard  cone  soundings  and  piezocone  soundings  with 
this  design  generally  appear  identical. 

Another  design  which  is  commonly  used,  but  was  not  used  during  this  study,  has 
the  transducer  ported  just  ahead  of  the  friction  sleeve  but  behind  the  cone  tip 
(termed  side-sensing).  This  piezocone  design  interconnects  the  entire  cone  tip- 
friction  sleeve  junction  with  the  piezometer  system.  Thus,  any  pore  pressures 
acting  on  the  partially  exposed  back  area  of  the  cone  tip  (and  front  of  friction 
sleeve)  can  be  measured.  However,  based  upon  observations  in  recent  research 
programs,  it  is  known  that  introduction  of  this  piezometer  may  also  effect 
standard  cone  tip  and  sleeve  readings  due  to  interaction  of  piezometer  system 
with  both  the  cone  and  friction  sleeve. 
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Th :  <ey  area  of  concern  in  any  dynamic  piezometer  system  is  the  maintenance  of 
svstem  saturation.  If  a  high  degree  of  saturation  is  not  maintained,  poor 
response  to  in  situ  generated  pore  pressure  transients  can  be  expected. 

The  first  step  in  piezometer  saturation  is  the  deaeration  and  saturation  of 
piezometer  elements  under  a  very  high  vacuum.  The  piezometer  elements  used 
during  this  investigation  consisted  of  the  piezocone  transducer  tip,  saturating 
liquid  (90-10  water-glycol  mixture),  porous  ceramic  filter  stone  and  non-porous 
protective  membrane.  All  of  these  elements  were  inserted  into  a  specially- 
designed  deaeration  chamber,  deaired,  and  then  flooded  with  the  saturating 
liquid.  The  elements  w-re  assembled  below  the  surface  of  the  saturating  liquid, 
deaired  again,  and  sealed  by  slipping  the  protective  membrane  over  the  now  fully 
saturated  piezocone  tip.  All  deaerations  were  performed  at  a  vacuum  of  at  least 
-29  inches  of  mercury. 

We  believe  that  the  lack  of  a  common  industry  procedure  and  understanding  of  the 
need  for  saturation  presents  a  serious  limitation  to  the  routine  use  of  the 
piezocone  for  research  or  other  testing.  A  definite  need  is  apparent  for  the 
verification  of  level  of  piezocone  saturation,  analogous  to  measurement  of  the 
geotechnical  laboratory  sample  "B"  parameter.  Further,  equipment  must  be  deve¬ 
loped  to  allow  simple  and  quick  field  verification  of  piezocone  saturation. 

The  sealed  piezocone  was  then  removed  from  the  deaeration  chamber,  and  was  ready 
for  testing.  During  a  sounding,  soil  shear  stresses  burst  the  protective 
membrane.  The  porous  filter  was  then  in  direct  hydraulic  contact  with  the 
surrounding  soil. 
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Loss  of  piezocone  system  saturation  during  penetration  of  partially  saturated 
soils  above  the  water  table  presents  an  obstacle  to  piezocone  data  acquisition. 
Thus,  WES  drilled  and  cased  Sounding  RD-C-2  to  a  depth  of  about  82.5  ft.  to  pre¬ 
vent  contact  of  the  piezometric  elements  with  unsaturated  soil  above  the  water 
table.  The  casing  was  left  dry,  due  to  concerns  about  hydro-fracturing  the  dam 
core.  The  piezocone  instrument  and  rods  were  lowered  through  the  dry  casing  to 
saturated  soils  below  the  casing.  The  sounding  was  then  performed  as  is  nor¬ 
mally  done. 

Use  of  a  dry  casing  rather  than  a  water-filled  casing  may  not  positively  ensure 
maintenance  of  piezometer  saturation.  The  protective  membranes  may  tear  during 
lowering  of  the  CPT  instrument  through  the  dry  casing.  If  at  all  possible, 
piezometric  CPT  are  recommended  to  be  performed  through  water-filled  casing  to 
main  tain  high  levels  of  saturation.  Data  collected  during  dissipations  during 
this  investigation  appear  to  indicate  maintenance  of  system  saturation. 

CPT  Electrical  Conductivity 

A  CPT  Conductivity  Tool  (Figure  3)  mounted  behind  the  piezometric  cone  instru¬ 
ment  was  used  for  the  measurement  of  soil  electrical  conductivity  in  sounding 
RD-C-2.  The  downhole  portion  of  the  tool  consists  of  a  four  wire-two  electrode 
configuration  excited  at  2000  Hz.  Two  brass  electrodes  are  insulated  from  the 
instrument  housing  using  Teflon  rings.  The  uphole  conductivity  bridge  is 
balanced  automatically.  Multipliers  for  wide  ranges  of  conductivity  data  can  be 
controlled  manually.  Field  readout  and  recording  of  conductivity  data  Is  via 
digital  display,  analog  strip  chart,  and  digital  tape  recording. 
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CPT  Dovmhole  Seismic  Survey 

A  soall  diameter  crlaxlal  geophone  package  (Figure  4)  deployed  behind  the  10 
square  centimeter  cone  inscr\unent  was  used  for  a  seismic  downhole  survey  at 
Ririe  Dam.  The  geophone  assembly  contains  three  mutually  perpendicular,  28  Hz. 
velocity  transducers  encased  in  a  1.75  inch  diameter  housing.  The  geophone 
package  was  hydraulically  pushed  Into  the  embankment  with  the  in  situ  system  at 
2  sounding  locations,  RD-C-1,  and  RD-C-3.  Additional  Information  on  seismic 
equipment,  procedures  and  analysis  is  presented  in  appendix  A. 

DATA  REDUCTION 

CPT  data  reduction  involves  inputting  field  data  recordings  into  The  Earth 
Technology  Corporation's  in-house  computer  and  subsequently  computer  processing 
that  Information.  Computer  plots  and  tabulations  of  the  reduced  CPT  data  are 
presented  in  this  report.  All  data  presented  In  these  figures  were  subject  to 
quality  control  checks  at  intermediate  and  final  stages  of  processing. 

Interpretation  of  CPT  Data 

Cone  Penetrometer  Test  data  can  be  used  to  Identify  soil  type  and  to  derive  a 
number  of  soil  strength  parameters  needed  for  geotechnical  evaluations.  Data 
collected  are  presented  in  Figures  5  through  8.  The  calculated  friction  ratio 
(friction  resistance  divided  by  cone  resistance  in  percent)  Is  used  as  an  indi¬ 
cator  of  Soil  Behavior  Type.  Granular  soils  typically  have  low  friction  ratios 
(iVi  to  2  percent)  and  high  cone  resistance,  while  cohesive  soils  have  high  fric¬ 
tion  ratios  (typically  more  than  4  percent)  and  low  cone  resistance.  Mixtures 
of  granular  and  cohesive  soils  have  intermediate  combinations  of  cone  resistance 
and  friction  ratio.  Computer  processed  geotechnical  parameters  can  be  evaluated 
through  the  use  of  classification  charts  obtained  from  site  specific  correla¬ 
tions  as  described  In  Reference  1  and  2. 
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Interpretation  of  Plezonetrlc  Data 

Discussion  of  plezometrlc  data  is  not  detailed  herein  due  to  the  non-standard 
research  nature  of  the  plezometrlc  test.  Test  results  are  highly  dependent  on 
transducer  geometry  and  transducer  state  of  saturation.  The  plezometrlc  CPT 
presented  in  this  report  were  performed  with  a  transducer  ported  to  be  the  face 
of  the  conical  CPT  tip.  The  transducer  was  highly  saturated  before  lowering  it 
into  the  soil.  Continuous  data  obtained  during  Sounding  RD-C-2  are  presented  in 
Figure  6b,  while  pore  pressure  dissipation  data  are  presented  in  Figure  8,  and 
Tables  1  through  4. 

Interpretation  of  Conductivity  Data 

The  conductivity  data  presented  for  Sounding  RD-C-2,  Figure  6c,  expressed  in 
units  of  mho  per  meter  X  10,000,  were  adjusted  to  values  of  conductance.  The 
cell  constant  used  for  this  adjustment  was  determined  for  a  specific  condition 
of  water  Immersion.  The  cell  constant  under  these  conditions  is  about  0.08 
cm  This  electrical  para  meter  may  vary  depending  on  the  penetration  of  the 
electric  field  into  the  soil. 

Changes  in  soil  conductivity  are  primarily  due  to  the  following  factors: 

1.  Change  in  soil  degree  of  saturation.  Electrical  conductivity  is  highly 
dependent  on  the  amount  of  electrolyte  available  for  conductance. 

2.  Change  In  soil  type.  Soil  type  changes  can  produce  major  changes  in  soil 
conductivity.  For  example,  clays  conduct  much  better  than  granular  soils. 

3.  Change  in  soil  density.  The  denser  a  soil  is,  the  fewer  the  available  paths 
for  electrical  conductance.  Changes  in  density  typically  produce  minor 
changes  in  soil  conductivity. 
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A.  Changes  in  pore  fluid  chemistry.  Pore  fluids  play  the  major  role  In, soil 


conductivity  since  soil  minerals  are  typically  quite  non-conductive .  For 
example,  as  the  salinity  of  the  pore  fluid  increases,  conductivity  of  the 
fluid  and  soil  also  increases.  When  interpreting  CPT  electrical  conduc¬ 
tivity  data  it  la  important  to  note  that  the  measured  conductivity  is  a 
gross  value  for  the  combined  soil  and  pore  fluid  system.  The  ratio  of  the 
pore  fluid  conductivity  to  the  combined  soil  and  pore  fluid  conductivity  is 
termed  the  formation  factor,  F.  For  dense  saturated  soils  the  formation 
factor  is  expected  to  be  greater  than  about  3  or  A.  Thus,  the  conductance 
of  the  pore  fluid,  by  Itself,  is  at  least  3  to  A  times  that  measured  in  the 
soil-pore  fluid  combined  system. 

The  preciseness  to  which  the  conductivity  tool  can  delineate  an  interface  is 
influenced  by  the  geometry  of  the  electrode  placement.  The  measured  conduc¬ 
tivity  is  controlled  by  Che  soil  and  pore  fluid  conditions  local  to  each  of  the 
two  electrodes.  The  electrodes  are  separated  by  6^  inches.  When  an  interface 
between  a  region  of  lower  conductivity  and  a  region  of  higher  conductivity,  such 
as  a  ground  water  table,  is  traversed  with  the  conductivity  tool,  the  measured 
conductivity  will  increase  continuously  from  the  point  when  the  downhole 
electrode  first  penetrates  the  interface  to  a  maximum  when  both  electrodes  have 
penetrated  the  interface.  During  data  processing,  the  measured  conductivity  is 
analyzed  as  representing  the  conductivity  of  a  point  halfway  between  the  two 
electrodes. 

The  thinnest  layers  the  conductivity  tool  can  respond  to  fully  (l.e.  conduc¬ 
tivity  measurement  to  reach  full  value  within  the  layer)  Is  limited  by  the 
electrode  spacing,  In  this  case  6V2  inches.  Resolution  of  layers  thinner  than 
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6V2  inches  is  possible,  to  a  limit  of  about  the  electrode  thickness  of  0.75 
inches.  However,  the  full  value  of  conductance  will  not  be  measured  in  layers 
thinner  than  6V2  inches. 

General  Site  Conditions 

The  CPT  data  revealed  the  embankment  core  to  be  highly  homogenous  in  terms  of 
soil  type  as  would  be  expected,  but  slightly  variable  in  terms  of  compaction. 

In  general,  compaction  levels  appear  to  be  very  high.  Sounding  RD-C-1  shows 
somewhat  less  compacted  soil  at  about  23,  29  to  31,  and  61  to  6A  ft.  of  penetra¬ 
tion.  Friction  ratios  appear  to  be  increasing  between  47  and  63  ft.  of  penetra¬ 
tion.  A  different  soil  type  was  penetrated  below  about  64  ft.  of  penetration 
during  this  sounding,  but  in  no  other  sounding.  The  near  zero  friction  sleeve 
reading  at  45  ft.  is  anomalous. 

Sounding  RD-C-02  reveals  similar  CPT  data  below  the  drilled  and  cased  interval 
of  0  to  82.5  ft.  Somewhat  less  compacted  zones  are  interlayered  with  more  com¬ 
pacted  zones  between  97  and  117  ft.  penetrations.  The  friction  ratio  is 
somewhat  higher  in  this  sounding  than  in  RD-C-1.  This  may  be  due  to  different 
degrees  of  saturation  between  the  two  soundings,  or  due  to  increased  confining 
pressures.  Deep  homogenous  strata  often  show  an  increasing  friction  ratio  with 
depth.  This  trend  may  readily  be  observed  in  sounding  RD-C-3.  This  effect  is 
not  thought  to  be  associated  with  changes  in  soil  type  with  depth,  but  to  dif¬ 
fering  response  of  cone  tip  and  friction  sleeve  resistance  to  increases  in  over¬ 
burden  pressure.  Some  indication  of  increased  friction  ratio  was  also  seen 
between  47  and  63  ft.  of  penetration  in  Sounding  RD-C-1.  Sounding  RD-C-03, 
completed  to  a  depth  of  about  150  ft.,  also  reveals  data  highly  similar  to 
that  recorded  during  the  first  two  soundings.  Somewhat  less  compacted  zones 
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are  evident  at  97  ft.,  108  to  111  ft.,  and  at  135  ft.  The  friction  ratio 
increases  with  depth,  probably  as  a  response  to  increased  overburden  stress, 
rather  than  to  changes  in  soil  type. 

Data  collected  in  Soundings  RD-C-2  and  RD-C-3  are  from  below  the  depths  investi¬ 
gated  in  RD-C-1.  Thus,  no  overlapping  data  exists  for  cross  correlation  between 
the  10  square  centimeter  cone  instrument  used  in  RD-C-1  and  the  other  soundings. 
It  should  be  noted  that  two  attempts  were  made  during  Sounding  RD-C-1,  and 
rD-C-3  was  performed  only  to  supplement  data  on  soils  not  penetrated  during 
Sounding  RD-C-1.  All  of  these  attempts  were  beyond  the  scope  of  work  as  was 
originally  proposed. 
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TABLE  1 


PORE  PRESSURE  DISSIPATION  TEST 
SOUNDING  CPT-2 
DISSIPATION  AT  93' 


TIME 

PORE  PRESSURE 

PEAK 

MINUTES 

TSF 

PRESSURE 

U* 

0 

5.08 

.5 

5.6 

1-06 

5.3 

3.06 

4.7 

6.06 

4.1 

9.06 

3.9 

11.06 

3.8 

13.06 

3.6 

17.06 

3.4 

21.06 

3.2 

25.06 

3.1 

29.06 

2.9 

32.06 

2.9 

35.06 

2.7 

37.06 

2.6 

o 
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TABLE  2 


PORE  PRESSURE  DISSIPATION  TEST 
SOUNDING  CPT-2 
DISSIPATION  AT  105.6’ 


TIME 

PORE  PRESSURE 

PEAK 

(MINUTES) 

TSF 

PRESSURE 

U" 

PEAK  PRESSURES  MISSED,  TRANSDUCER  OVERLOADED 


.12 

38.3 

.13 

37.8 

.167 

36.9 

.2 

36.1 

.25 

34.6 

.28 

33.6 

.78 

24.7 

1.38 

19.4 

2.28 

14.2 

3.03 

11.9 

4.18 

10.0 

6.18 

7.8 

10.18 

5.8 

14.18 

4.9 

18.18 

4.2 

22.13 

3.8 
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TABLE  3 


PORE  PRESSURE  DISSIPATION  TEST 
SOUNDING  CPT-2 
DISSIPATION  AT  111.2' 


TIME 

PORE  PRESSURE 

PEAK 

(MINUTES) 

TSF 

— 

PRESSURE 

U" 

0 

34.9 

.5 

25.3 

.8 

21.6 

1.0 

19.9 

2.17 

15.0 

4.17 

11.2 

8.17 

9.1 

8.17 

7.8 

10.17 

6.9 

12.17 

6.2 

14.17 

5.6 

16.17 

5.2 

18.17 

4.9 

20.17 

4.6 

22.17 

4.4 

23.17 

4.2 
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TABLE  4 

PORE  PRESSURE  DISSIPATION  TEST 
SOUNDING  CPT-2 
DISSIPATION  AT  128.2' 


ELECTRIC  CABLE 


FRICTION  SLEEVE  •< 


CONE  < 


43.7  MM 
1.73  INCH 


COUPLER 


QUAD  RING 
•0"  RING 


STRAIN  GAGES 


TRANSDUCER 
"O”  RING 
QUAD  RING 

POROUS  ELEMENT 


PMOJCCT  NO 

tS'140 

1-^  *1  if. 

■AlflHI 

RIRIE  0AM 

15sq  cm  20  TON  ELECTRIC  FRICTION 
CONE  PENETROMETER  WITH 
PORE  PRESSURE  ELEMENT 


iQum  1 


^nOJiCT  NO. 

3S  140 

^9  Sjnfi  ftehnctogy  \ 
9am  Cofoofapon 

RIRIE  0AM 

lOsq  cm  5  TON  ELECTRIC  FRICTION 
CONE  PENETROMETER 


1 


^>OUM  7 
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SOIL  electrical 
CONDUCTIVITY  MODULE 


FRICTION-CCNE 

INSTRUME*.'" 


J 


^ROJiCT  NO 


RIRIE  0AM 


20  TON  CONE  WITH 
SOIL  CONDUCTIVITY  MODULE 


xauHij 


I 


i 

i 


1 


PMO^ECT  NO  : 

85-140 

RIRIE  DAM 

A 

DOWNHOLE  TOOL  FOR  SIMULTANEOUS 
CPT/SEISMIC  DOWNHOLE  LOGGING 


DfPfH  «JfB3 


SOUNDING  PEHFOBMiOWITH  A  lOSa  CM  END  AREA,  ISOSa  CM.  FRICTION 
SLEEVE  CRT  instrument  SEISMIC  SMEAR  WAVE  VELOCITIES  WERE  OBTAINED 
DURING  WITHDRAWAL  OF  THIS  INSTRUMENT.  USING  AN  IN  LINE 
GEOPHONE  ASSEM8LV 


PROJECT !  fliRiE  3flM  CONE  TENETBOMETEB  TEST 

PROJECT  NUMBER!  85-140-05  ^  nutamteKnuon  PHaBE  :  RD-C'! 

instrument  NUMBER:  F5CK230  W  Cwww  FIGURES 

ORTE:  i:/:4/84 _ ^ _ — - - - 
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APPENDIX  A 


INTRODUCTION 

Downhole  seismic  velocity  surveys  were  made  in  conjunction  with  CPT  Soundings 
RD-C-1  and  RD-C-2  at  Ririe  Dam-  The  objective  of  these  surveys  was  to  measure 
the  compressions!  (P)  and  shear  (S)  wave  velocity  profiles  of  the  subsurface 
materials.  Velocity  measurements  for  relatively  deep  material  were  made  in 
Sounding  RD-C-2  because  Sounding  RD-C-1  did  not  reach  the  desired  depth- 

In  these  surveys,  t.  3  seismic  waves  were  generated  at  the  surface  and  recorded 
at  a  number  of  depths  in  the  soundings.  Except  for  the  very  shallow  depths,  the 
waves  arriving  at  successively  greater  depths  have  traveled  along  essentially 
the  same  paths  that  were  followed  to  the  shallower  depths.  Thus,  a  vertical 
velocity  profile  was  constructed  by  using  travel  time  differences  as  thm  basis 
for  calculating  average  wave  velocities  across  successive  depth  intervals. 

DATA  ACQUISITION 
Recording  Instruments 

Seismic  waves  were  recorded  with  a  twelve-channel,  signal  enhancement 
seismograph,  EG&G  Nimbus  Model  ES-1210F.  The  signals  from  each  energy  genera¬ 
tion  were  digitized  and  scored  in  a  computer-type  memory  inside  the  instrument. 
During  data  acquisition,  the  seismic  waves  were  displayed  on  an  oscilloscope 
screen.  (<fhen  the  proper  sequence  of  traces  was  displayed,  a  hard  copy  record 
with  full-width  timing  lines  (1  to  2  millisecond  intervals)  was  made.  The 
timing  Lines  form  the  basis  for  measuring  the  time  required  for  the  seismic  wave 
to  travel  from  the  point  of  energy  generation  (shot  point)  to  the  geophones. 
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GeoSpace  model  GSC-14-L3,  28HZ  geophones  incorporated  in  the  CPT  rod  string  were 
used  to  detect  the  seismic  wave  arrivals  in  the  borings.  The  assembly  contains 
three  mutually  perpendicular  geophones. 

Field  Procedures 

The  general  procedure  for  making  a  downhole  velocity  measurement  is  shown  in 
Figure  A-1.  Seismic  wave  travel  times  were  obtained  by  mechanically  generating 
energy  at  the  surface  and  recording  the  wave  arrival  at  5-ft.  depth  intervals 
in  Che  soundings.  The  point  of  energy  generation  was  located  15  ft.  from  the 
sounding  on  a  paved  surface,  over  riprap.  The  energy  source  was  offset  from  the 
boring  in  an  effort  to  reduce  the  amplitude  of  horizontally  travelling  energy 
arriving  through  the  pavement  at  Che  CPT  rods.  Despite  the  offset,  the  P-wave 
in  the  soils  was  not  identified  because  it  was  masked  by  first  arrivals  of 
energy  travelling  down  the  CPT  rods. 

The  downhole  measurements  were  begun  following  the  CPT  sounding.  After  each 
recording  of  seismic  waves,  Che  string  was  raised  5  feet  and  another  recording 
was  made.  Shear  wave  energy  for  a  record  was  generated  by  horizontal  sledge 
hammer  blows  on  the  ends  of  a  wooden  beam  lying  flat  on  the  ground.  A  vehicle 
was  parked  on  top  of  the  beam  to  provide  solid  coupling  to  the  ground.  The  beam 
was  oriented  perpendicular  to  a  line  extending  from  its  center  to  the  CPT  rod. 
The  horizontal  blows  produced  polarized  S-waves.  One  set  of  traces  on  the 
records  shows  the  output  of  the  horizontal  geophones  when  one  end  of  the  beam 
was  struck.  A  second  set  of  traces  shows  the  horizontal  geophones'  output  when 
the  ocher  end  was  struck.  Since  the  S-waves  from  the  two  blows  were  oppositely 
polarized,  the  trace  excursions  marking  their  arrival  at  the  geophones  have 
opposite  polarity. 
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A  chlrd  sec  of  traces  recorded  Che  energy  from  a  vertical  hammer  hit  on  a  metal 
place  lying  on  Che  ground.  Vertical  blows  generate  larger  amplitude  P-waves 
than  horizontal  blows. 

Records  were  made  In  this  way  with  Che  geophones  located  at  5  ft.  intervals 
between  depths  of  5.25  and  50.25  ft.  in  Sounding  R-C-1  and  80  and  130  ft.  in 
Sounding  R-C-2. 

RESULTS 

Data  Reduction 

The  downhole  records  were  analyzed  to  determine  the  arrival  of  Che  P  and  S  wav.  - 
at  the  geophone  assembly.  An  example  downhole  seismogram  is  shown  in  Figure 
A-2.  The  P-  and  S-wave  arrivals  were  first  identified  on  each  record.  The  tra¬ 
vel  times  were  measured  from  the  records  and  corrected  to  an  equivalent  vertical 

A 

time  since  Che  actual  path  was  a  slant  distance  between  Che  impact  point  and  Che 
geophones.  The  corrected  travel  times  for  Che  downhole  measurements  at  both 
soundings  are  plotted  versus  depth  in  Figure  A-3.  The  velocity  profiles  are 
interpreted  from  these  graphs  by  fitting  straight  line  segments  (least  squares 
regression)  through  groups  of  adjoining  data  points.  The  slopes  of  these  line 
segments  equal  Che  average  seismic  velocities  in  the  interpreted,  subsurface 
layers.  Interval  velocities  for  the  S-wave  were  calculated  for  each  5  ft. 
interval.  P-wave  interval  velocities  were  not  calculated  because  they  would  not 
represent  Che  soil. 

Velocity  Profiles 

The  average  S-wave  velocity  in  the  upper  50  ft.  is  690  fps  and  it  is  880  fps  in 
the  bottom  45  ft.  The  very  high  velocities  shown  by  the  first  arrivals  (P-wave) 
are  typical  of  steel  rods.  We  have  not  encountered  this  situation  on  previous 
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CPT  downhole  velocity  surveys,  and  this  is  the  first  such  survey  starting  on  a 
paved  surface.  It  seems  likely  chat  the  pavement  carried  high  amplitude  energy 
which  was  coupled  into  Che  rods. 

Since  no  P-wave  velocities  representing  soil  were  measured,  Poisson's  Ratio, 
Bulk  Modulus,  and  Young's  Modulus  could  not  be  calculated.  Shear  modulus  was 
calculated  according  to  Che  following  equations: 

SHEAR  MODULUS,  U  ,  (in  psf) 
where  u  •  CDVg^ 

Vg  »  shear  wave  velocity  in  feet  per  second 
D  «  density  In  pounds  per  cubic  foot 
C  »  3.10464  X  10~2  (constant  of  unit  conversion) 
psf  «  pounds  per  square  foot 

Since  we  do  not  have  specific  density  values  for  these  materials,  moduli  were 
calculated  for  3  different  densities,  which  probably  covor  the  range  of  values 
which  might  be  encountered  in  the  dam  material. 


Table  D-1.  Shear  Modulus  (psf) 


S-wave 

Velocity 

Bulk 

Density 

(f  ps) 

115  pcf 

125  pcf 

135  pcf 

690 

170  X  10^ 

185  X  10*^ 

200  X  10^ 

880 

277  X  10^ 

301  X  10^ 

325  X  10^ 
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1 .  INTRODUCTION 


Background 

Ririe  Dam  is  situated  on  Willow  Creek  approximately  15  miles 
northeast  of  Idaho  Falls,  Idaho  (Figure  1).  Its  principal  function  is 
to  provide  flood  control  in  conjunction  with  irrigation,  recreation, 
and  wildlife  habitat  use.  Figure  2  presents  a  typical  cross-section  of 
the  embankment  and  foundation.  As  part  of  a  seismic  safety  evaluation 
of  Ririe  Dam,  the  soils  which  make  up  the  embankment's  random  zone  and 
foundation  are  being  studied  for  their  potential  to  liquefy  and  lose 
strength  during  earthquake  shaking. 

For  sandy  soils,  evaluations  of  liquefaction  potential  usually 
employ  the  Standard  Penetration  Test  (SPT).  This  test  consists  of 
driving  a  standard  2-inch  O.D.  split  spoon  sampler  into  the  bottom  of  a 
borehole  for  a  distance  of  18  inches.  The  SPT  blowcount ,  or  N  value, 
is  defined  as  the  number  of  blows  required  to  drive  the  sampler  the 
last  12  inches.  Based  on  the  performance  of  sites  which  have  sustained 
strong  earthquake  shaking,  researchers  have  developed  correlations 
between  the  cyclic  strength  of  sands  and  the  SPT  blowcount  (Seed  et  al . 
1983,  Seed  et  al.  1985). 

Unfortunately,  the  large  gravel  and  cobble  particles  present  in 
the  embankment's  random  zone  and  foundation  precluded  the  use  of  the 
SPT  at  Ririe  Dam.  For  the  most  part,  any  SPT  blowcounts  obtained  would 
have  given  a  misleadingly  higher  blowcount  due  to  the  2-inch  sampler 
simply  bouncing  off  the  large  particles,  or  by  having  a  large  gravel 
particle  block  the  opening  of  the  sampler's  shoe  and  resulting  in  the 
sampler  being  driven  as  a  solid  penetrometer.  As  an  alternative  to  the 
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Figure  1:  Location  Map  (after  USER) 
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SPT,  a  larger  penetration  test  was  selected  to  explore  the  site.  This 
test,  known  as  Che  Becker  Penetration  Test  (BPT),  is  generally  used 
with  a  6.6-inch  O.D.  double-walled  casing  and  is  driven  into  the  ground 
with  a  diesel  pile  hammer.  The  Becker  Penetration  Test  consists 
basically  of  counting  the  number  of  hammer  blows  required  to  drive  Che 
casing  one  foot  into  Che  ground.  By  counting  the  blows  for  each  foot 
of  penetration,  a  continuous  record  of  penetration  resistance  can  be 
obtained  for  an  entire  profile.  The  casing  can  be  driven  with  an  open 
bit  and  reverse  air  circulation  to  obtain  disturbed  samples  (Figure  3), 
or  with  a  plugged  bit  and  driven  as  a  solid  penetrometer. 

An  exploration  program  was  performed  with  a  Becker  Hammer  drill 
rig  at  Ririe  Dam  in  September  1986.  A  total  of  18  open  and  plugged-bit 
soundings  were  conducted  on  the  downstream  berm  and  beyond  Che 
downstream  toe  of  the  embankment  (Figure  4).  In  addition,  7 
plugged-bit  soundings  were  performed  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  in  Wyoming  in 
order  to  check  the  correlation  between  the  Becker  blowcounts  and  SPT 
blowcounts  at  a  high-altitude  location  where  good  quality  SPT  data  was 
available.  The  purpose  of  this  report  is  to  report  on  the  explorations 
conducted  and  evaluate  the  Becker  soundings  at  Ririe  Dam  in  order  to 
determine  the  cyclic  strength  of  the  deposits  explored. 

Scope  of  Work 

The  approach  was  to  perform  Becker  soundings  in  the  random  zone 
and  foundation  alluvium,  convert  the  Becker  blowcounts  into  equivalent 
SPT  blowcounts,  and  then  use  Che  correlation  between  SPT  blowcount  and 
liquefaction  potential  developed  by  Seed  et  al .  (1985)  to  obtain  an 
estimate  of  Che  cyclic  strength.  The  conversion  of  Becker  blowcounts 
into  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  was  performed  using  the  procedures 


H13 


mast 


DIESEL  HAMMER 


Figure  3:  Schematic  Diagram  of  Becker  Sampling  Operation 
(after  Harder  and  Seed,  1986) 
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outlined  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986).  Because  the  Becker  Penetration 
Test  is  a  non-standard  test,  and  because  the  effect  of  overburden 
pressure  on  blowcount  had  to  be  accounted  for,  there  were  several 
intermediate  steps  prior  to  the  final  determination  of  cyclic  strength. 
In  summary,  the  steps  of  the  correction  process  are  presented  below: 

1.  Because  the  diesel  hammer  can  be  run  at  a  wide  variety  of 
combustion  conditions,  all  of  the  Becker  Penetration  Test 
blowcounts  were  corrected  to  blowcounts  obtained  with  a 
standard  set  of  constant  combustion  conditions  (Section  2). 

2.  Because  the  diesel  hammer  energy  and  the  monitoring 
of  chat  energy  is  affected  by  atmospheric  pressure, 
corrections  for  elevation  have  to  be  made  during  the 
hammer  energy  determination  (Section  2). 

3.  Because  the  hammer  energy  is  so  variable  and  because  the 
correlation  between  Becker  blowcounts  and  SPT  blowcounts 
was  developed  for  sea  level  sites,  it  was  decided  to  check 
the  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  determined  from  the  Becker 
Penetration  Test  against  actual  SPT  blowcounts  available 
in  sandy  and  silty  soils  at  JacKson  Lake  Dam  (Section  3). 

4.  Using  the  correlation  developed  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986), 
the  corrected  Becker  blowcounts  were  converted  into 
equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  (Section  4). 

5.  Using  preliminary  estimates  of  effective  stress,  the 
equivalent  SPT  values  from  different  depths  and 

stress  levels  were  normalized  to  those  that  would  have  been 
obtained  in  the  same  material  under  level  ground  conditions 
with  an  effective  overburden  stress  of  1  tsf  (Section  4). 

6.  Using  the  correlation  developed  by  Seed  et  al .  (1985),  the 
normalized  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  were  used  to  obtain 
estimates  of  cyclic  strength  for  the  soils  within  the  dam's 
random  zone  and  foundation  (Section  5). 

7.  A  sumnary  of  results  is  also  presented  (Section  6). 


H16 


In  addition,  Appendices  A  and  D  present  the  drill  hole  legs  for 
the  1986  Becker  soundings  performed  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  and  Ririe  Dam. 
Appendices  B  and  E  show  plots  of  corrected  bounce  pressure  vs. 
uncorrected  Becker  blowcount  data  obtained  from  the  two  dams. 

Appendices  C  and  F  present  calculation  tables  for  the  conversion  of 
uncorrected  Becker  blowcounts  into  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts. 

Appendix  G  contains  slides  of  Ririe  Dam  and  recovered  samples 
photographed  during  the  September  1986  explorations. 

The  basic  data  used  in  this  report  were  obtained  during  field  work 
at  Jackson  Lake  Dam,  Wyoming  and  Ririe  Dam,  Idaho  between  September  15, 
1986  and  September  27,  1986.  Data  relating  to  SPT  test  results  at 
Jackson  Lake  Dam  were  provided  by  Karl  Wirkus  and  Derrick  Roser  of  the 
United  States  Bureau  of  Reclamation.  Data  concerning  the  geometry  and 
previous  explorations  made  at  Ririe  Dam  were  provided  by  Dave  Sykora  of 
the  Waterways  Experiment  Station,  United  States  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers.  Data  concerning  water  levels  of  the  reservoir  and  within 
piezometers  at  Ririe  Dam  were  provided  by  Jim  Stevenson  of  the  United 
States  Bureau  of  Reclamation  at  Ririe  Dam. 

This  report  was  prepared  under  Contract  No.  DACW  59-86-M-3886 . 


2.  METHOD  FOR  DETERMINATION  OF  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNTS 


Correccions  to  Becker  Penetration  Resistance  for  Combustion  Energy 

Constant  -energy  conditions  are  not  a  feature  of  the  double-acting 
diesel  hammers  used  in  the  Becker  Penetration  Test.  One  reason  for 
this  is  that  the  energy  is  dependent  upon  combustion  conditions;  thus 
anything  that  affects  combustion,  such  as  fuel  quantity,  fuel  quility, 
air  mixture  and  pressure  all  have  a  significant  effect  on  the  energy 
produced.  Combustion  efficiency  is  operator-dependent  because  the 
operator  controls  a  variable  throttle  which  affects  how  much  fuel  is 
injected  for  combustion.  On  some  rigs,  the  operator  also  controls  a 
rotary  blower  which  adds  additional  air  to  the  combustion  cylinder 
during  each  stroke.  This  additional  air  is  thought  to  better  scavenge 
the  cylinder  of  burnt  combustion  gases  and  has  been  found  to  produce 
higher  energies  (Reference  1). 

To  monitor  the  level  of  energy  produced  by  the  diesel  hammer 
during  driving,  use  is  made  of  the  bounce  chamber  pressure.  For  the 
ICE  Model  180  diesel  hammers  used  on  the  Becker  drill  rigs,  the  top  of 
the  hammer  is  closed  off  to  allow  a  smaller  stroke  and  a  faster  driving 
rate.  At  the  top,  trapped  air  in  the  compression  cylinder  and  in  a 
connected  bounce  chamber  acts  as  a  spring.  The  amount  of  potential 
energy  within  the  ram  at  the  top  of  its  stroke  can  be  estimated  by 
measuring  the  peak  pressure  induced  in  the  bounce  chamber.  Although 
calibration  charts  between  potential  energy  and  bounce  chamber  pressure 
are  available  from  the  manufacturer  of  the  hammer,  studies  by  Harder 
and  Seed  (1986)  have  shown  that  they  are  unable  to  predict  the  change 
in  Becker  blowcount  for  different  levels  of  bounce  chamber  pressure. 
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Another  reason  why  the  energy  is  not  a  constant  with  the  Becker 
Hammer  Drill  is  that  the  energy  developed  is  dependent  on  the  blowcounc 
of  the  soil  being  penetrated.  As  blowcounts  decrease,  the  displacement 
of  the  casing  increases  with  each  stroke.  With  increasing  casing 
displacement,  a  larger  amount  of  energy  from  the  expanding  combustion 
gases  is  lost  to  the  casing  movement  rather  than  being  used  to  raise 
the  ram  for  the  next  stroke.  Thus,  as  blowcounts  u.>"rease,  the  energy 
developed  by  the  hammer  impact  on  subsequent  blows  also  decreases. 
Conversely,  if  the  blowcounts  increase,  then  there  is  less  casing 
displacement  per  blow  and  more  of  the  combustion  energy  is  directed 
upward  in  raising  the  ram  for  the  next  stroke.  Figure  5  shows  a  curve 
illustrating  a  typical  relationship  between  Becker  blowcounts  and 
bounce  chamber  pressure  for  constant  combustion  conditions 
(Reference  1).  This  curve  is  designated  as  a  constant  combustion 
rating  curve  and  is  just  one  member  of  a  family  of  such  curves  that  can 
be  produced  by  a  given  drill  rig  and  hammer. 

Studies  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  have  shown  that  diesel  hammer 
combustion  efficiency  significantly  affects  the  Becker  blowcount. 
Presented  in  Figure  6  are  typical  results  obtained  for  different 
combustion  efficiencies.  In  the  upper  plot,  three  combustion  rating 
curves  representing  three  different  combustion  efficiencies  are  shown. 
With  different  combustion  conditions,  the  resulting  blowcounts  from 
tests  performed  in  the  same  materials  can  be  radically  different. 
Consequently,  tests  in  Che  same  material  at  a  depth  of  40  feet  can  give 
a  Becker  blowcount  of  14  when  the  hammer  is  operated  at  high  combustion 
efficiency  (throttle  and  blower  on  full),  but  give  blowcounts  of  26  and 
50  at  succeeding  reductions  of  combustion  energy. 
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Figure  5:  Typical  Relationship  Between  Becker  Blowcount  and  Bounce 
Chamber  Pressure  (after  Harder  and  Seed,  1986) 


BECKER  BLOWCOUNT, 


Figure  6:  Idealization  of  How  Diesel  Hammer  Combustion  Efficiency 
Affects  Becker  Blowcounts  (after  Harder  and  Seed,  1986) 
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To  account  for  combustion  effects,  it  is  necessary  to  adopt  a 
standard  combustion  efficiency  and  make  corrections  to  the  blowcount 
for  different  combustion  conditions.  For  the  corrections  of  the  1986 
Jackson  Lake  Dam  and  Ririe  Dam  data,  the  curve  marked  in  Figure  7  with 
the  symbols  AA  was  selected.  This  curve  was  chosen  because  it  was  the 
curve  used  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  to  correct  Becker  data  before 
correlating  Becker  blowcounts  to  SPT  blowcounts.  Also  shown  in 
Figure  6  are  correction  curves  that  are  used  to  reduce  measured  Becker 
blowcounts  to  corrected  Becker  blowcounts  when  reduced  combustion 
levels  were  employed  during  testing. 

To  use  the  correction  curves,  it  is  simply  necessary  to  locate 
each  un-orrected  ;3t  result  on  the  chart  shown  in  Figure  7,  using  both 
the  uncorrected  blowcount  and  the  bounce  chamber  pressure,  and  then 
follow  the  correction  curves  down  to  the  standard  rating  curve  AA,  to 
obtain  the  corrected  Becker  blowcount,  denoted  as  for  example, 

if  the  uncorrected  blowcount  was  44  and  it  was  obtained  at  sea  level 
with  a  bounce  chamber  pressure  of  18  pounds  per  square  inch-gauge 
(psig),  then  the  corrected  Becker  blowcount  would  be  30  (Figure  7). 
Correction  for  Atmospheric  Pressure 

The  pressure  monitored  within  the  bounce  chamber  is  used  as  an 
indicator  of  the  amount  of  energy  being  produced  by  the  diesel  hammer 
during  driving.  However,  for  different  atmospheric  pressures,  a 
different  bounce  chamber  pressure  will  result  for  the  same  amount  of 
hammer  energy.  Because  the  combustion  rating  curves  and  correlations 
have  been  developed  for  atmospheric  pressures  comparable  to  standard 
sea  level  pressure  (14.7  psia),  it  is  necessary  to  correct  the  bounce 
chamber  data  when  tests  are  performed  with  atmospheric  pressures 
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BtCKER  BLOWCOUNT, 


O  EXAMPLE  MEASURED  BLOWCOUNT,  Ng 
•  EXAMPLE  CORRECTED  BLOWCOUNT.  Nbc 

Figure  7:  Correction  Curves  Adopted  to  Correct  Becker  blowcounts  to 
Constant  Combustion  Curve  Adopted  for  Calibration 
(after  Harder  and  Seed,  1986) 
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significantly  different  from  14.7  psia.  For  data  taken  where  the 
atmospheric  pressure  is  less  chan  about  14.7  psia,  this  correction 
Cakes  Che  form  of  raising  Che  measured  bounce  chamber  pressure  to 
equivalent  sea  level  bounce  pressures.  The  amount  of  increase  is 
determined  by  using  theoretical  ratios  of  impact  kinetic  energy  (see 
Reference  1).  For  Che  Becker  soundings  performed  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 
and  Ririe  Dam,  it  is  necessary  to  correct  the  measured  bounce  chamber 
pressures  since  these  two  dams  are  located  at  relatively  high 
elevations  and  low  atmospheric  pressures.  The  approximate  elevations 
and  atmospheric  pressures  for  the  two  sices  are  listed  below; 


Site 

Elevat ion 

Atmospheric 

( feet ) 

Pressure  (psia) 

Jackson  Lake  Dam 

6800 

11.4 

Ririe  Dam 

5000 

12.3 

Shown  in  Tables  I  and  2  are  the  bounce  chamber  pressure  corrections 
required  for  Che  data  obtained  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  and  Ririe  Dam.  In 
general,  the  bounce  chamber  measurements  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  required 
an  increase  of  about  4  to  6  psi  and  the  measurements  made  at  Ririe  Dam 
required  an  increase  of  about  3  to  5  psi  in  order  to  be  corrected  to 
equivalent  sea  level  pressures. 
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Table  1:  Bounce  Chamber  Pressure  Corrections  for  Atmospheric  Pressure 
for  Data  Obtained  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam. 


1  Measured  Bounce 

1  Chamber  Pressure  (psig) 

Atmospheric 
Pressure  (psia) 

Equivalent  Sea  Level  Bounce 
Chamber  Pressure  (psig) 

i 

i  7 

i 

11.4 

11  .2  1 

8 

11.4 

12.5  i 

1 

9 

11.4 

13.8  i 

1 

10 

11.4 

15.1 

11 

11.4 

16.3 

12 

11.4 

17.5 

13 

11.4 

18.2 

14 

11.4 

o 

o 

i  15 

1 

11.4 

21.1 

i  '' 

11.4 

22.3 

!  17 

i 

11.4 

23.5 

1  18 

11.4 

24.6 

1 
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Conversion  of  Becker  Blowcounts  into  EquivalenC  SPT  Blowcounts 

The  correlation  curve  and  the  data  used  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986) 
to  generate  the  relationship  between  corrected  Becker  blowcounts  and 
equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  are  presented  in  Figure  8.  As  detailed 
above,  the  corrections  to  measured  Becker  data  that  are  required  before 
using  this  correlation  are  as  follows; 

1.  Correction  of  measured  data  for  atmospheric  pressure. 

2.  Correction  of  measured  data  for  combustion  effects. 

After  these  two  corrections  were  made,  ill  of  the  1986  Jackson  Lake  Dam 

and  Ririe  Dam  Becker  data  were  converted  into  equivalent  SPT 

blowcounts,  denoted  by  the  symbol  N,.. 

bU 
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igure  8:  Correlation  Between  Corrected  Becker  and  SPT  Blowcount  (after  Harder  and  Seed,  1986) 


3.  BECKER  EXPLORATIONS  PERFORMED  AT  JACKSON  LAKE  DAM 


General 

The  Becker  drill  rig  employed  for  the  explorations  at  Ririe  Dam  is 
a  model  AP-1000  Becker  drill  rig  manufactured  by  Drill  Systems,  Ltd. 
and  owned  by  Becker  Drills,  Inc.  It  is  identified  as  Rig  No.  57  by 
Becker  Drills  and  is  the  same  rig  used  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  to 
develop  the  correlation  between  Becker  blowcounts  and  SPT  blowcounts. 
However,  because  that  correlation  was  made  at  essentially  sea  level 
atmospheric  conditions,  and  the  because  the  energy  corrections  can  be 
significant  in  magnitude,  it  was  decided  to  perform  a  local  check 
between  corrected  Becker  blowcounts  and  corrected  SPT  blowcounts  at 
Jackson  Lake  Dam,  Jackson  Lake  Dam  was  adopted  as  a  test  location 
for  the  following  reasons: 

1.  The  United  States  Bureau  of  Reclamation  (USBR)  was  performing 
remedial  work  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  including  the  removal  of 
embankment  material  and  the  dynamic  compaction  of  the 
underlying  foundation  soils.  As  part  of  this  work,  the  USBR 
had  made  a  number  of  high  quality  SPT  explorations  in  the 
various  foundation  soils. 

2.  The  foundation  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  contained  a  significant 
amount  of  sand  and  silt  layers.  Sands  and  silts  are 
appropriate  materials  to  conduct  correlations  between  Becker 
and  SPT  blowcounts. 

3.  The  USBR  was  gracious  enough  to  allow  Becker  soundings  at 
locations  where  SPT  data  had  already  been  obtained  and  was 
willing  to  share  Che  SPT  information. 

4.  Jackson  Lake  Dam  was  relatively  close  to  Ririe  Dam  (Figure  1) 
and  was  approximately  on  the  travel  route  of  the  Becker  drill 

rig. 
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Seven  6.6-inch  O.D.  plugged-bit  Becker  soundings  were  performed  at 
three  test  sites  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  on  September  16,  1986.  The  work 
was  performed  as  follows: 

1.  Sector  H  -  Three  plugged-bit  Becker  soundings  at  Sector  H. 
Sector  H  was  a  location  where  the  embankment  was  removed  and 
was  awaiting  treatment  by  deep  dynamic  compaction. 

2.  Sector  A  -  One  ■)lugged-bit  Becker  sounding  at  Sector  A. 

Sector  A  was  a  location  where  the  embankment  was  removed  and 
had  already  been  treated  using  deep  dynamic  compaction. 
However,  because  the  SPT  data  available  at  this  site  was 
obtained  prior  to  treatment,  the  results  from  this  site  are 
not  appropriate  to  check  the  correlation  between  Becker  and 
SPT  blowcounts. 

3.  Untreated  Pad  A  -  Three  plugged-bit  Becker  sounding  at  an 
untreated  area  of  Pad  A,  Pad  A  is  an  area  located  in  the 
foundation  near  the  downstream  toe  of  the  embankment.  Pad  A 
was  used  previously  as  a  test  site  using  compaction  piles  to 
density  the  sands  and  silts  in  the  foundation.  The  three 
Becker  soundings  were  performed  in  an  area  of  Pad  A  which  was 
not  treated. 

Corrections  for  USBR  SPT  Test  Procedures  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 

Test  procedures  can  significantly  affect  the  results  of  SPT  tests. 
Consequently,  standard  procedures  and  corrections  for  non-standard 
procedures  have  been  developed  (see  Reference  8).  The  standard 
procedures  include  using  mud-filled  rotary  boreholes,  upward  ueflecting 
or  tricone  drill  bits  with  diameters  less  than  3  inches,  and  standard 
samplers  with  2.0-inch  O.D.  and  1.38-inch  constant  I.D.  The  USBR  SPT 
tests  performed  at  the  three  Jackson  Lake  Dam  test  sites  all  seem  to 
have  used  the  above  test  procedures. 

Another  significant  test  procedure  is  the  amount  of  hammer  energy 
that  is  delivered  to  the  sampling  rods  during  the  SPT  test.  The 
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standard  that  has  been  adopted  by  Seed  et  al.  (1985)  for  use  in 

liquefaction  evaluations  is  60  percent  of  the  theoretical  free-fall 

energy  of  a  140-16  hammer  falling  30  inches.  The  SPT  blowcount  that 

would  be  produced  using  this  energy  level  is  denoted  as  N  .  The 

SPT  tests  performed  in  1984  at  the  untreated  section  of  Pad  A  used  a 

140-lb.  safety  hammer  and  this  was  believed  “o  have  delivered 

approximately  60  percent  of  the  theoretical  free-fall  energy  to  the 

drill  rods  (References  4  and  8).  Consequently,  the  SPT  data  obtained 

in  the  untreated  area  of  Pad  A  needed  no  corrections  to  be  converted 

into  N..  values.  However,  Che  SPT  data  obtained  in  early  1986  in 
60 

Sectors  A  and  H  employed  SPT  hammer /release  systems  which  were  measured 

delivering  an  average  of  about  40  percent  of  the  theoretical  free-fall 

energy  (Reference  4).  Accordingly,  the  measured  SPT  blowcounts 

obtained  in  Sectors  A  and  H  were  multiplied  by  the  ratio  of  40/60  to 

obtain  blowcounts  in  these  areas  (see  Reference  8). 

OU 

Results  Obtained  at  Sector  H 

Figure  9  shows  a  plan  view  of  Sector  H  illustrating  Che  physical 

relationship  between  the  nearby  SPT  borings  and  the  three  Becker 

soundings  performed  in  this  area.  Tr.  general,  the  combustion 

efficiency  developed  by  the  Becker  diesel  hammer  at  this  sice  was 

similiar  to  the  constant  combustion  rating  curve  adopted  for 

standardization  (Curve  AA  in  Figure  7,  see  Figure  B-1  in  Appendix  B). 

Figure  10  presents  the  measured  Becker  blowcounts  together  with  the 

equivalent  SPT  values  obtained  using  the  procedures  outlined  in 
oU 

Section  2  and  Reference  1.  Figure  11  presents  a  comparison  of 
corrected  SPT  and  Becker-derived  equivalent  values  plotted  as  a 
function  of  elevation.  In  general,  the  correlation  between  SPT  and 
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Figure  11:  Comparison  of  Becker  Equivalent  SPT  Blowcounts  with 
SPT  Blowcounts  Obtained  at  Sector  H  Test  Site  at 
Jackson  Lake  Dam 
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Becker  equivalent  N,.  blowcounts  is  excellent: 
oU 

a.  Within  elevation  intervals  6704-6715  and  6724-6739  feet 

where  the  soil  is  principally  sand  and  silt  without 

gravel,  both  the  SPT  and  Becker  equivalent  N,-  values 

oU 

have  the  same  general  magnitude,  trend,  and  spread. 

b.  Within  elevation  intervals  6715-6723  and  6740-6748  feet 
where  the  soil  is  principally  gravelly,  the  SPT 
blowcounts  are  generally  50  to  100  percent  higher  than  the 
Becker  equivalent  values.  This  trend  has  been 
observed  in  other  test  programs  and  is  presumably  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  small  2-inch  O.D.  SPT  sampler  is  simply 
bouncing  off  large  gravel  particles  at  times  giving 
unrepresentat ively  high  blowcounts. 

Results  Obtained  at  Sector  A 

Figure  12  shows  a  plan  view  of  Sector  A  illustrating  the  physical 

relationship  between  the  nearby  SPT  borings  and  the  one  Becker  sounding 

performed  in  this  area.  In  general,  the  combustion  efficiency 

developed  by  the  Becker  diesel  hammer  at  this  site  was  similiar  to  the 

constant  combustion  rating  curve  adopted  for  standardization  (Curve  AA 

in  Figure  7,  see  Figure  B-2  in  Appendix  B) .  Figure  13  presents  the 

measured  Becker  blowcounts  together  with  the  equivalent  SPT  N,_ 

oO 

values  obtained  using  the  procedures  outlined  in  Section  2  and 
Reference  1.  Figure  14  presents  a  comparison  of  corrected  SPT  and 
Becker-derived  equivalent  values  plotted  as  a  function  of 
elevation.  Because  of  the  predominantly  gravelly  nature  of  the  soil 
layers  and  because  of  the  fact  that  the  SPT  tests  were  performed  prior 
to  dynamic  compaction  and  the  Becker  soundings  were  performed  after 
compaction,  the  results  obtained  at  this  site  are  not  appropriate  for 
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Figure  14:  Comparison  of  Becker  Equivalent  SPT  Blowcounts  with 
SPT  Blowcounts  Oucained  at  Sector  A  Test  Site  at 
Jackson  Lake  Dam 
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checking  the  correlation  between  SPT  and  Becker  blowcounts.  About  all 
that  can  be  determined  from  Figure  14  is  that  the  dynamic  compaction 
process  seems  to  have  significantly  improved  the  soil  above  Elevation 
6730  feet  at  this  site. 


Results  Obtained  at  Untreated  Pad  A 

Figure  15  shows  a  plan  view  of  untreated  Pad  A  illustrating  the 
physical  relationship  between  the  nearby  SPT  borings  and  the  three 
Becker  soundings  performed  in  this  area.  In  general,  the  combustion 
efficiency  developed  by  the  Becker  diesel  hammer  at  this  site  was 
slightly  higher  than  the  constant  combustion  rating  curve  adopted  for 
standardization  (Curve  AA  in  Figure  7,  see  Figure  B-3  in  Appendix  B) , 
Figure  16  presents  the  measured  Becker  blowcounts  together  with  the 
equivalent  SPT  values  obtained  using  the  procedures  outlined  in 
Section  2  and  Reference  1.  Figure  17  presents  a  comparison  of 
corrected  SPT  and  Becker-derived  equivalent  values  plotted  as  a 
function  of  elevation.  In  general,  the  correlation  between  SPT  and 


Becker  equivalent  N.-  blowcounts 
6U 


is  rather  mixed: 


a.  Between  elevations  6713  and  6720  feet,  the  correlation 

between  SPT  and  Becker-derived  equivalent  N,  blowcounts 

bU 

is  good.  Within  the  sand  and  silt  in  this  interval, 
both  penetrometers  register  the  same  general  magnitude  of 
resistance  with  the  Becker  blowcounts  showing  less  scatter 
than  the  SPT  data. 


b.  Between  elevations  of  6690  and  6713  feet,  the  correlation 

between  SPT  and  Becker-derived  equivalent  N,„  blowcounts 

OU 

is  poor.  In  general,  actual  SPT  N,„  data  averages  to  about 

oU 

8  blows  per  foot  and  che  Becker  data  predicts  equivalent 
blowcounts  between  20  and  30,  approximately  three  times 
higher  than  che  actual  SPT  data. 
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There  is  no  apparent  explanation  why  the  Becker  penetrometer  was 
unable  to  discover  or  "see"  the  low  blowcount  material  in  the  lower 
elevation  interval  after  generally  matching  the  SPT  results  in  the 
higher  elevation  interval.  One  idea  might  be  that  skin  friction  on  the 
Becker  casing  resulted  in  so  much  resistance  at  larger  depths  that  low 
blowcounts  could  not  be  measured  regardless  of  the  weakness  of  the 
material  at  the  casing  bit.  However,  if  this  was  true,  then  the  two 
different  sets  of  penetration  results  in  the  upper  elevation  interval 
(i.e.  between  elevations  6713  and  6720  feet)  should  not  match.  The 
blowcount  results  at  elevation  6713  match  relatively  well;  but  the 
results  at  elevation  6710  feet  do  not.  It  is  not  reasonable  that  the 
effects  of  casing  friction  should  suddenly  develop  in  only  three  feet. 
Furthermore,  the  effects  of  casing  friction  can  be  shown  to  be  minimal 
in  other  Jackson  Lake  Dam  soundings  simply  by  showing  low  Becker 
blowcounts  at  significant  depths.  Figures  10  and  13  showed  uncorrected 
Becker  blowcounts  of  9  or  less  at  30-foot  depths  in  the  soundings 
performed  at  Sectors  H  and  A.  In  addition,  plugged-bit  soundings 
performed  at  Ririe  Dam  resulted  in  Becker  blowcounts  of  7  at  a  depth  of 
50  feet  and  blowcounts  of  12  at  80  feet. 

Unfortunately ,  there  was  no  time  to  investigate  why  the  Becker 
results  were  so  far  off  in  the  lower  elevations  at  this  site.  Possible 
explanations  that  would  explain  the  discrepancies  in  the  lower 
elevations  at  the  Untreated  Pad  A  site  include; 

1.  The  Becker  soundings  may  have  been  performed  in  a  different 
material  than  were  Che  SPT  tests.  The  alluvial  foundation  at 
Jackson  Lake  Dam  is  extremely  variable. 
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2.  The  SPT  tests  were  performed  in  1984.  Since  that  time  and 
before  the  1986  Becker  soundings,  the  reservoir  has  been 
emptied  to  facilitate  the  treatment  of  the  embankment  and 
foundation.  The  removal  of  the  reservoir  loading  and  pore 
pressures  could  possibly  significantly  change  the  effective 
stresses  in  the  foundation  and  thus  affect  the  penetration 
resistance . 

Overall  Assessment  of  Jackson  Lake  Dam  Results 

The  purpose  of  the  Becker  soundings  performed  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 
was  to  check  and  calibrate  the  correlation  between  corrected  Becker 
and  SPT  blowcounts .  Overall,  the  results  indicated  that  the  existing 
correlation  between  Becker  and  SPT  blowcounts  was  good  and  needed  no 
new  adjustments.  Although,  the  Becker  results  were  not  able  to 
match  the  low  SPT  blowcounts  in  the  lower  intervals  at  one  site,  Pad  A, 
the  magnitude  and  nature  of  the  disagreement  indicated  that  this 
discrepancy  was  not  a  result  of  errors  in  the  calibration  of  the  energy 
corrections.  Accordingly,  the  correlations  and  calibrations  developed 
by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  and  outlined  in  Section  2  are  judged 
appropriate  for  use  at  Ririe  Dam. 
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4.  BECKER  EXPLORATIONS  PERFORMED  AT  RIRIE  DAM 

Performance  of  1986  Becker  Soundings  at  Ririe  Dam 

The  original  plan  for  the  explorations  at  Ririe  Dam  consisted  of 
up  to  15  soundings.  However,  after  the  field  exploration  program  was 
started,  the  program  was  expanded  to  18  plugged-bit  and  open-bit  Becker 
soundings.  These  18  soundings  were  performed  with  6.6-inch  O.D.  casing 
at  Ririe  Dam  between  September  19,  1986  and  September  27,  1986.  Part 
of  the  original  plan  called  for  performing  3  soundings  on  the  random 
zone  upslope  of  the  downstream  berm.  However,  the  Becker  drill  rig 
operator  was  unwilling  to  attempt  drilling  on  the  5:1  slope  without 
substantial  modifications  to  the  slope  (i.e.  creation  of  a  road  and 
work  pads).  Consequently,  the  three  soundings  tentatively  planned  to 
have  been  performed  on  this  slope  were  performed  on  the  upstream  edge 
of  the  access  road  which  crossed  the  downstream  berm. 

Thirteen  soundings  were  performed  through  the  embankment's 
downstream  berm  and  5  soundings  were  performed  in  the  flat  area  beyond 
Che  downstream  toe  (see  Figure  4).  Table  3  summarizes  some  of  the 
pertinent  data  concerning  the  eighteen  soundings.  In  general,  the  18 
soundings  were  performed  in  pairs,  one  with  a  plugged  bit  and  the  other 
with  an  open  bit,  at  nine  locations.  The  plugged-bit  soundings  were  to 
be  performed  in  order  to  obtain  penetration  data  and  the  open-bit 
soundings  were  to  be  performed  with  air  recirculation  ij  obtain  samples 
of  the  material  being  penetrated.  Table  4  presents  a  list  of  the  101 
bag  samples  recovered  showing  the  borings  and  depths  from  which  they 
were  obtained.  The  exceptions  to  this  plan  were  as  follows: 


i 
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Table  3:  1986  becker  Penetration  Soundings  Performed  at  Ririe  Dam 


86-8  Downstream  Berm  4994  Plugged 

86-8  Downstream  Berm  4994  Open 


Table  4:  List  of  Recovered  Samples  from  Open-Bit  Becker  Soundings  Performed  at  Ririe  Dam  in  September  1986 
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1.  Plugged-bit  sounding  BCC  86-1  was  located  in  the  flat  area 
downstream  of  the  embankment.  During  the  performance  of  this 
sounding,  the  casing  was  broken  when  the  tip  reached  a  depth 
of  71  feet.  The  casing  was  broken  at  a  21-foot  depth  just 
past  a  casing  joint.  This  left  approximately  50  feet  of 
casing  in  the  hole  that  the  drillers  were  unable  to  recover. 
Shortly  after  the  performance  of  this  sounding,  Sam  Quilling, 
a  local  contractor  who  had  been  hired  to  clear  access  roads 
on  the  downstream  berm  came  forward.  Mr.  Quilling  had  been 
present  during  the  construction  of  Ririe  Dam  and  stated  that 
sounding  BCC  86-1  was  located  in  an  area  that  had  been 
overexcavated  during  construction  for  use  as  a  borrow  source. 
The  depth  of  overexcavation  was  approximately  40  feet  and  had 
been  backfilled  with  large  boulders  and  soil.  Because  this 
site  apparently  did  not  have  foundation  soils  representative 
of  those  beneath  the  dam  and  because  of  the  high  likelihood 
of  additional  casing  losses,  an  open-bit  sounding  was  not 
performed  at  this  site. 

2.  Open-bit  sounding  BOC  86-6,  located  on  the  downstream  berm 
approximately  150  feet  from  the  left  abutment,  was  performed 
approximately  20  feet  to  the  left  (looking  downstream)  of 
plugged-bit  sounding  BCC  86-6.  However,  this  open-bit 
sounding  encountered  rock  at  a  much  shallower  depth 
(approximately  55  feet)  than  did  the  olugged-bit  sounding  (at 
approximately  80  feet).  The  open-bit  sounding  apparently 
encountered  a  bench  in  the  rock  near  the  left  abutment.  This 
rock  bench  was  also  encountered  in  soundings  BCC  86-9  and 
BOC  86-9.  However,  the  depth  to  rock  apparently  changes  very 
fast  running  to  the  right  between  open-bit  sounding  BOC  86-6 
and  plugged-bit  sounding  BCC  86-6.  In  order  to  obtain 
samples  of  the  alluvium  encountered  at  lower  elevations  by 
the  plugged-bit  sounding,  an  additional  open-bit  sounding, 

BOC  86-6B,  was  performed  approximately  20  feet  to  the  right 
of  the  plugged-bit  sounding. 
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Cross-sections  of  Ririe  Dam  sent  by  Dave  Sykora  from  Waterways 
Experiment  Station  indicated  that  the  ground  surface  elevation  of  Che 
flat  area  beyond  the  downstream  toe  of  Che  dam  is  at  approximately  4955 
feet.  Rough  measurements  made  in  the  field  during  this  investigation 
generally  place  this  surface  approximately  16  feet  higher  at  about  the 
4971-fooC  elevation.  It  is  believed  that  this  difference  is  created  by 
the  presence  of  a  pad  of  random  fill  that  was  placed  downstream  of  the 
dam.  There  are  many  large  boulders  and  cobbles  in  this  random  fill 
in  both  the  downstream  flat  and  within  the  downstream  berm  material. 
Nevertheless,  except  for  some  intervals  of  near  refusal  (i.e.  very  high 
blowcounts),  the  6.6-inch  O.D.  Becker  bit  was  able  to  be  driven  through 
this  material  and  detect  relatively  low  blowcount  soils  at  lower 
elevations.  This  was  rather  amazing  since  the  logs  of  a  test  shaft  in 
the  berm  revealed  the  presence  of  boulders  up  to  5  feet  in  diameter 
(Reference  9). 

Except  for  the  loss  of  50  feet  of  casing  in  sounding  BCC  86-1,  the 
performance  of  the  18  soundings  was  generally  accomplished  without 
major  problems.  There  were,  however,  an  above  average  amount  of 
equipment  breakdowns  due  to  the  fact  that  the  casing  was  driven  through 
materials  which  often  had  very  high  blowcounts.  These  materials 
included  the  bouldery  and  cobblely  random  fill,  some  dense  gravels 
encountered  in  the  foundation,  and  residual  rock  surfaces.  The 
breakdowns  would  include  broken  bits,  ruptured  hoses,  and  fractured 
(fatigued)  metal  brackets.  However,  most  breakdowns  were  repaired 
within  an  hour  or  so. 

Appendix  D  presents  borehole  logs  for  the  18  Becker  soundings 
performed  at  Ririe  Dam.  For  the  open-bit  soundings,  the  remolded 
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samples  obtained  by  air  recirculation  were  field  classified  and  their 
classifications  are  shown  in  later  figures  and  in  Appendix  D. 

Appendix  E  presents  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  versus 
measured  Becker  blowcount  data  from  the  18  Ririe  Dam  soundings.  In 
general,  this  data  shows  chat  Che  diesel  hammer  efficiencies  were 
generally  similiar  to  slightly  higher  Chan  the  constant  combustion 
rating  curve  (Curve  AA  in  Figure  7)  adopted  for  calibration. 

The  blowcount  data  from  the  18  Becker  soundings  performed  at  Ririe 
Dam  were  converted  into  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  using  the 
procedures  developed  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  and  outlined  in 
Section  2.  Appendix  F  presents  calculation  tables  which  were  used  for 
this  process.  Appendix  G  (attached  separately)  contains  slides  of  the 
drilling  operation  and  recovered  samples. 

Correction  to  1  tsf  Overburden  Pressure 

Penetration  test  results  are  affected  by  both  soil  properties  and 

by  the  effective  pressures  confining  the  soil.  Thus,  a  loose  soil  at 

great  depth  and  confinement  can  have  a  high  blowcount  and  a  dense  soil 

tested  at  shallow  depth  and  small  confinement  can  have  a  low  blowcount. 

To  account  for  the  effect  of  confinement,  penetration  tests  are  usually 

normalized  to  the  blowcount  that  would  result  if  the  soil  was  tested  at 

a  depth  corresponding  to  1  tsf  of  overburden  pressure.  This 

normalization  is  accomplished  by  multiplying  a  measured  blowcount,  N, 

by  a  correction  factor,  C^j,  to  obtain  the  normalized  blowcount, 

(Reference  6).  Because  the  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  derived  from 

Becker  blowcounts  using  the  correlation  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  are 

in  terms  of  N,-  values  (the  SPT  blowcount  that  would  be  obtained  with 

ou 

a  SPT  hammer  producing  60  percent  of  the  free-fall  energy  of  a  140-lb 
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hammer  falling  30  inches),  the  formula  for  normalizing  to  1  tsf 


overburden  pressure  is  as  follows: 


where 


N 


60 


^^1>60 


‘'n  * 


60 


Normalized  and  corrected  SPT  blowcount  used 
with  correlation  by  Seed  et  al .  (1985)  Co  predict 
cyclic  strength. 

Corrected  or  equivalent  SPT  blowcount  derived 
from  Becker  Penetration  Tests 


C 


N 


=  Factor  for  correcting  blowcounts  to  1  tsf 

overburden  pressure  under  level  ground  conditions 


Studies  have  found  that  the  C,,  correction  factor  can  vary  as  a 

N 

function  of  both  relative  density  and  soil  gradation.  For  overburden 
pressures  greater  than  1  tsf,  the  effect  of  Che  correction  is  to 
reduce  the  blowcount.  The  studies  by  Marcuson  and  Bieganousky 
(  1977a, b)  indicate  chat  as  the  soil  becomes  denser  or  becomes  coarser 
and  more  well-graded,  the  magnitude  of  this  reduction  for  higher 
overburden  pressures  decreases.  To  rigorously  correct  Che  Ririe  Dam 
blowcount  data  to  I  tsf  overburden  pressure,  the  calculated  stresses 
from  finite  element  analyses  together  with  correction  curves  for 
different  types  of  soils  would  be  necessary.  Since  finite  element 
studies  have  not  been  performed,  only  preliminary  corrections  can  be 
performed  in  this  study.  These  preliminary  corrections  were  performed 
using  the  following  procedure: 

1.  Vertical  effective  stresses  were  calculated  using  the 
following  assumed  values: 

a.  Vertical  stresses  were  calculated  using  the  simple 
^Th  approach. 
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b.  Density  test  results  from  the  shaft  excavated  in  the 
berm  suggest  an  average  moist  density  for  the  random 
fill  of  132  pcf  and  a  saturated  density  for  the 
predominantly  gravelly  alluvium  of  144  pcf. 

c.  Water  level  measurements  made  on  September  24,  1986 

in  piezometers  P-24x  and  P-32x,  located  in  the  downstream 
berm,  indicated  aw  :c  surface  elevation  of  about  4951 
feet  (Reference  10).  This  water  surface  elevation  was 
assumed  for  both  the  berm  and  downstream  flat  areas. 

2.  Vertical  effective  stresses  calculated  by  the  ih  approach 
were  increased  15  percent  to  account  for  the  added  vertical 
and  lateral  pressures  induced  by  the  downstream  slope.  The 
15  percent  value  was  chosen  because  experience  on  previous 
projects  indicated  that  the  effect  was  of  this  general 
magnitude . 

3.  The  Cjj  correction  curve  suggested  by  Seed  et  al .  (1983) 

for  loose  to  moderately  dense  sands  was  adopted  as  an  overall 
average  correction  curve  for  the  Ririe  Dam  and  foundation 
soils . 

Tables  5  and  6  present  calculated  values  for  the  berm  and 
downstream  flat  soundings  together  with  the  values  at  different 

depths  which  would  correspond  to  values  of  10,  20,  and  30. 

Presentation  of  Results 

Shown  in  Figures  18  through  26  are  the  uncorrected  blowcounts 
obtained  from  the  1986  Becker  Soundings  performed  at  Ririe  Dam.  Also 
shown  are  the  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  together  with  dashed 
lines  representing  different  levels  of  blowcount  normalized  to  1  tsf 
overburden  pressure.  Figures  18  through  20  present  results  obtained  in 
the  downstream  flat  area.  Figures  21  through  26  show  results  from  the 
soundings  conducted  through  the  downstream  berm  of  the  embankment.  As 
already  discussed  in  Section  3,  an  open-bit  sounding  was  performed  in 
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Table  5:  Preliminary  Overburden  Correction  Values  for  Soundings 


Performed  in  the  Downstream  Flat  at  Ririe  Dam 


Depth 

^y’ 

(ft) 

(psf 

(1.15  X  T  •) 


20 

2640 

3040 

0.81 

12.3 

24,7 

37.0 

30 

3460 

3970 

0.68 

14.7 

29.4 

44,1 

40 

4270 

4910 

0.60 

16.7 

33.3 

50.0 

50 

5090 

5850 

0.54 

18.5 

37  .0 

53.6 

60 

5900 

6790 

0.49 

20.4 

40.8 

61  .2 

70 

6720 

7730 

0.46 

21.7 

43.5 

65.2 

Table  6:  Preliminary  Overburden  Correction  Values  for  Soundings 


Performed  in  the  Downstream  Berm  at  Ririe  Dam 


(1.15  X  <r ' ) 


CM 

CM 

5.6 

31 

3 


26. 


3 


46.9  I 


■ 

■ 

El 

6 

0 

El 

.52  i 

19.2 

38.5 

5 

5 

22.2 

3 

23.3 

90 

9560 

11000 

0.37 

27  .0 

54.1 

81.1 

100 

10380 

11930 

0.35 

28.6 

57.1 

85.7 

53 
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UNCORRECTED  BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Nb  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNT, 


RIRIE  0AM 
DOWNSTREAM  ELAT 


UNCORRECTEO  BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Ng  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNT, 


UNCORRECTED  BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Nb  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNT,  Neo 


UNCORRECTED  BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Nfl  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNT,  Ngo 


UNCORRECTED  BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Ng  EQUIVALENT  SPT  BLOWCOUNT,  N, 


close  proximity  to  a  plugged-bit  sounding  at  most  locations.  At  these 
locations,  the  spacings  between  the  two  types  of  soundings  was 
generally  about  20  feet. 

One  significant  point  chat  requires  noting  is  that  the  correlation 
developed  by  Harder  and  Seed  (1986)  between  Becker  and  SPT  blowcounts 
is  for  use  with  plugged  Becker  bits  having  outside  diameters  of 
6.6-inches.  Use  of  the  open  bit  with  air  recirculation  sometimes  draws 
up  excessive  amounts  of  soil  and  water  ahead  of  the  bit  and  into  Che 
casing.  When  this  happens,  the  loosening  and  removal  of  material  ahead 
of  Che  bit  leads  to  a  relatively  low  blowcount .  Although  this  effect 
appears  to  be  most  significant  in  saturated  sands,  it  is  sometimes 
important  in  gravelly  soils  as  well.  For  the  tests  performed  at  Ririe 
Dam,  the  results  generally  show  that  the  open-bit  BOC  soundings  gave 
comparable  but  somewhat  lower  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  chan  did  Che 
plugged-bit  BCC  soundings  (Figures  19  through  26).  In  some  cases,  Che 
open-bit  BOC  soundings  actually  gave  much  lower  blowcounts  Chan  did  the 
plugged-bit  soundings  performed  in  the  same  material  at  the  same  depth. 
Because  of  Che  heave  problem  apparently  present  in  limited  degree  for 
the  Ririe  Dam  open-bit  soundings,  the  equivalent  blowcounts  from 
plugged-bit  soundings  are  considered  more  reliable  indicators  of  cyclic 
strength . 

The  results  of  the  1986  Ij'^cker  soundings  performed  in  Ririe  Dam 
reveal  the  following  conditions  in  the  embankment  and  foundation 
al luvium: 

1.  The  downstream  berm  of  Ririe  Dam  is  composed  of  random  zone 
material  and  is  approximately  35  to  40  feet  thick.  According 
to  the  samples  recovered  from  the  open-bit  soundings 
performed  in  this  berm,  the  random  zone  is  composed  of  a 
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silty,  sattdy  gravel  with  cobbles.  This  agrees  with  the  log 

of  the  test  shaft  excavated  in  this  material  (Reference  9) 

which  also  shows  the  presence  of  large  boulders.  Although 

the  presence  of  boulders  and  cobbles  may  create 

unrepresentatively  high  blowcounts  in  some  intervals,  this 

effect  can  be  accounted  for  by  discounting  thin  intervals  of 

very  high  blowcount  and  adopting  a  low  average  for 

characterizing  this  material.  Accordingly,  the  Becker  data 

suggests  a  representative  equivalent  SPT  (N  ),  value  of 

1  oU 

about  20  blows  per  foot. 

2.  Figures  21  through  26  show  that  there  is  a  layer  of  low 

blowcount  sandy  silt  in  the  upper  portion  of  the  alluvium 

below  the  berm.  This  silt  layer  was  found  in  every  open-bit 

sounding,  including  two  performed  in  the  downstream  flat,  and 

is  approximately  7  to  16  feet  thick.  Figures  27  and  28 

present  transverse  and  longitudinal  sections  across  the  berm 

which  illustrate  the  continuity  of  this  layer.  The  Becker 

data  determine  equivalent  SPT  (N, blowcounts  which 

1  bU 

generally  range  between  5  and  20  blows  per  foot  in  this 
material  (see  Figures  19  through  26). 

3.  Most  of  the  Becker  soundings  show  the  presence  of  a 

relatively  low  blowcount  layer  of  sandy  gravel  and/or 

gravelly  sand  lying  beneath  the  sandy  silt  layer.  The 

thickness  of  this  layer  ranges  approximately  between  0  to  17 

feet.  The  Becker  data  indicate  equivalent  SPT  (N, ) 

1  60 

blowcounts  which  generally  range  between  5  and  25  blows  per 
foot  in  this  material  (see  Figures  19  through  26). 

4.  Below  about  Elevation  4935  feet,  the  Becker  soundings 
generally  indicate  high  blowcount  gravel  or  rock.  Although 
some  soundings  show  isolated  zones  of  low  blowcount  lenses 
of  gravel,  these  zones  appear  to  be  discrete  and 
discontinuous.  For  two  soundings,  BCC-5  and  BCC-8,  there 
appears  to  be  a  low  blowcount  clayey  zone,  perhaps  weathered 
rock,  lying  above  bedrock. 


H64 


5.  The  elevation  at  which  basalt  bedrock  was  believed  to  have 

been  encountered  generally  ranges  between  4880  and  4900  feet. 
There  is  some  amount  of  uncertainty  concerning  at  what  point 
rock  is  actually  encountered  because  the  samples  recovered 
during  the  performance  of  the  open-bit  soundings  indicated 
the  presence  of  weathered  rock  surfaces  lying  above  more 
sound  rock.  Soundings  BCC-9,  BOC-9,  and  BOC-6,  located  near 
the  left  abutment,  apparently  encountered  rock  at 
approximately  elevation  4940  feet.  This  indicated  the 
presence  of  a  rock  bench  on  t  left  side  of  the  channel. 


H67 


5.  DETERMINATION  OF  CYCLIC  STRENGTH 


Suggested  Characterization  of  Random  Zone  and  Alluvium 

Figure  29  presents  a  sutjmary  plot  of  equivalent  SPT  N 

oO 

b’:  Twcounts  and  soil  types  encountered  by  the  6  Becker  soundings 
performed  through  the  downstream  berm.  The  scatter  in  blowcount  data 
illustrates  the  variability  in  both  vertical  and  horizontal  dimensions 
Despite  the  significant  amount  of  scatter  in  the  blowcount  data,  the 
zoning  and  blowcount  data  suggests  that  the  embankment  and  foundation 
materials  can  be  characterized  into  4  major  zones: 


Zone 

Elevation  Soil  Approx.  Mean  Equivalent 

Interval  (ft)  Type  SPT 

1 

(Random  Fill) 

4953-4995 

Silty,  sandy  gravel 
with  cobbles/boulders 

20  1 

I 

i 

2 

(Alluvium) 

4945-4955 

Sandy  Silt 

! 

12 

) 

3 

(Alluvium) 

4940-4945 

Sandy  grave  1/ gravel ly 
sand 

16  1 

1 

1 

'  4 

( A 1 1  uv  i  urn ) 

4900-4940 

Silty,  sandy  gravel 

30  ! 

(Basal t  ) 

-4900 

Figure  30  present  curves  showing  where  the  approximate  mean 
blowcounts  listed  above  fall  within  the  blowcount  scatter.  The  above 
characterization  is  suggested  as  a  one-dime.is ional  model  that  would  be 
representative  of  the  soil  conditions  through  the  berm  within  the 
central  portion  of  the  channel  (i.e.  not  near  either  abutment). 
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EQUIVALENT  SPI  BUOWCOONT. 


T 


Determination  of  Cyclic  Strength 

The  determination  of  cyclic  strength  in  this  investigation  is  made 
by  using  the  Becker-derived  equivalent  SPT  values  together 

with  the  correlation  by  Seed  et  al .  (1985)  between  SPT  blowcount  and 
cyclic  strength.  This  correlation  is  presented  in 

Figure  31  and  gives  the  cyclic  strength  in  terms  of  an  average  cyclic 

stress  ratio,  i  't  j  O'').  This  cyclic  stress  ratio  is  a  normalized 

cyclic  strength  that  is  consistent  with  about  15  equivalent  unifc 

cycles  of  shaking  (assuming  an  average  amplitude  equal  to  65  percent  of 

the  peak  motion).  Fifteen  equivalent  uniform  cycles  is  the  number  that 

would  be  produced  by  a  magnitude  7.5  earthquake.  In  this  figure,  three 

different  curves  are  available  for  determining  cyclic  strength.  The 

proper  curve  is  selected  by  determining  how  high  a  fines  content  (i.e. 

percent  finer  than  the  No.  200  sieve  size)  is  present  in  the  soil.  For 

the  same  blowcount,  an  increase  in  fines  content  also  increases  the 

cyclic  strength.  Unfortunately,  fines  contents  from  classification 

tests  for  the  Becker  samples  are  not  available  and,  consequently,  must 

be  estimated  in  this  report.  Table  7  presents  the  equivalent  SPT 

(N,  )^„  values,  assumed  fines  contents,  and  cyclic  stress  ratios 
1  bU 

(for  saturated  conditions)  determined  for  the  4  major  zones  of  material 
encountered  at  Ririe  Dam. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  cyclic  stress  ratio  represents  the 
normalized  strength  for  the  following  stress  conditions: 

1.  Level  ground  conditions  with  a  lateral  earth  pressure 
at  rest  coefficient,  K^,  equal  to  about  0.4. 

2.  Overburden  pressures  between  0.5  and  1.5  tsf. 

For  stress  conditions  other  than  those  above,  corrections  are  available 
to  modify  the  cyclic  stress  ratio.  These  corrections  should  be  used 
together  with  results  from  finite  element  static  stress  analyses. 
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Figure  31:  Relationship  Between  Corrected  SPT  Blowcount  and  Average 
Cyclic  Stress  Ratio  Causing  Liquefaction  for  M  =  7.5 
Earthquakes  (after  Seed  et  al.,  1985) 
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6.  SUMMARY  OF  FINDINGS 


1.  Although  there  was  a  lack  of  correspondence  between  Becker 

blowcounts  and  SPT  blowcounts  for  some  zones  at  one  of  the  test 
sites  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam,  most  of  the  data  indicated  relatively 
gc  J  agreement  between  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts  derived  from 
Becker  soundings  and  actual  SPT  data  obtained  by  the  U.S.  Bureau 
of  Reclamation. 


2.  The  Becker  soundings  performed  at  Ririe  Dam  indicated  that  the 
random  fill  zone  comprising  the  downstream  berm  consists  of  a 
moderately  dense  silty,  sandy  gravel  with  cobbles. 


3.  In  general,  the  alluvium  beneath  the  downstream  berm  is 
approximately  55  feet  thick: 

a.  On  the  average,  approximately  the  top  15  feet  of  alluvium 

consists  of  relatively  loose  soil.  On  average,  the  upper  10- 
foot  interval  consists  of  a  low  blowcount  sandy  silt  with 
the  generally  lower  5-foot  interval  composed  of  a  low 
blowcount  sandy  gravel. 

c.  The  bottom  40  feet  of  the  alluvium  generally  consists  of  a 
dense  sandy  gravel.  However,  there  are  discontinuous  lenses 
of  relatively  loose  sandy  gravel  and  clay  embedded  within 
this  zone. 


4.  Table  7  sunnarized  the  major  zones,  equivalent  SPT  blowcounts, 
assumed  fines  contents,  and  determined  cyclic  stress  ratios. 
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Appendix  A:  Borehole  Logs  for  1986  Becker  Soundings 
Performed  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-l 
Surf.  Elev.  6755.6  fc. 
Max.  Depth  58.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature  Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  _ Sector  H  -  N1164930.56,  E365661.05 _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOQ  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Field  Classification  and  Description 
(ft)  (ft)  ®  ^  No.  (psia 


Remarks 


I 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  Nc  BCC-2 
Surf.  Elev.  6755.3  ft. 
Max.  Depth  58.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature  Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Sector  H  -  N1164931.48.  E365680.07 _  Logged  by  L.  F.  HardeT" 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water  fc.~ 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP  Remarks 

No.  Cpsig) 

- 

- 

12  12. 

- 

- 

19  14. 

- 

25  16. 

5  - 

- 

26  15.5 

- 

25  15. 

. 

- 

22  14.5 

- 

- 

19  13. 

- 

17  12.5 

10  - 

- 

14  12.5 

- 

- 

14  12.5 

- 

- 

18  14. 

- 

- 

20  13. 

- 

- 

18  10.5 

15  - 

- 

10  7. 

- 

- 

6  6. 

- 

3  5. 

- 

- 

4  4. 

- 

4  9. 

20  - 

4  8.  i 

1 

4  10. 

- 

H 

5  11 . 

, 

7  9. 

i 

1 

4  8. 

25  H 

- 

4  10. 

- 

7  11. 

1 

- 

6  11.5 

1 

- 

6  12. 

- 

- 

13  12.5 

30  - 

- 

11  12.5 

- 

12  13. 

- 

- 

17  13.5 

- 

23  15. 

i 

- 

27  14.5 

35  - 

- 

27  14. 

) 

- 

28  14. 

- 

- 

26  14. 

- 

- 

25  14. 

- 

- 

26  14. 

40  - 

- 

29  15.5 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-3 
Surf.  Elev  .  6756 .2  f  c ■ 
Max.  Depth  58.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature  Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Sector  H  -  NH64959.62,  E365669.88 _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP~1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

- ( 

Sample  Ng  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

- 

13  12. 

- 

- 

18  14.5 

1 

- 

22  14. 

5  - 

- 

27  15 . 

- 

- 

29  16. 

1 

- 

20  14. 

i 

- 

13  12. 

i 

- 

10  10.5 

1  10  - 

- 

5  10.  1 

1  H 

- 

4  11.5  j 

1 

- 

7  12.  1 

13  13. 

I 

- 

8  10. 

15  - 

- 

4  10. 

- 

- 

3  9.  ; 

- 

- 

2  3. 

- 

- 

3  i 

- 

2  10.  ' 

20  - 

- 

3  10.  i 

4  10.  ; 

- 

10  10. 

- 

5  10. 

- 

1 

3  10. 

25  - 

4  10. 

i 

- 

5  10. 

! 

- 

8  10. 

6  10.5 

-i 

7  11  . 

1  30  - 

i 

8  15. 

i 

15  15. 

’  1 

1 

22  15. 

1 

- 

21  15.5 

•4 

21  15. 

35 

21  14.5 

- 

24  14.5 

21  14.5 

23  13.5 

26  16. 

40 

- 

28  16.5 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-4 


Proiect 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Surf.  Elev.  6771.0  ft. 
Max.  Depth  58.  it. 

Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature 

Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation 

Attitude  Vertical 

Locat ion 

Sector  A  -  N1167046.1,  E365560.4 

Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Dril ler 

Ken  Arnold  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No. 

57)  Depth  to  water  ft. 

6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooch  Crowd-ouc  Bit  -  No  samples 


1  Elev  Depth 
1  ( ft )  (  ft ) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample  N 
No. 


BP 

(psig) 


Remarks 


BECKES  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-5 
Surf.  £  lev ■  6  742.4  f  c . 
Max.  Depth  58.  it. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature  Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation _  Attitude  Vertical 

Location  Untreated  Pad  A  -  N1163666.3,  E366618.9 _  Logged  6y  l.  F.  HardeT~ 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


£lev  Oeptn 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N 
No.  ® 

3P 

( psig ) 

Rema  rks 

- 

- 

9 

10. 

- 

- 

12 

1  1  O 

I 

- 

14 

>.  •  • 

I 

5  - 

- 

15 

13  . 

1 

1 

- 

13 

13.5 

■ 

- 

13 

! 

14 

13  . 

- 

12 

13  . 

10  - 

- 

13 

13  . 

- 

- 

11 

• 

1 

1 

- 

11 

12. 

- 

14 

13  . 

1 

H 

- 

12 

13. 

15  - 

-1 

13 

12.5 

- 

11 

12.5 

1 

- 

13 

12.5 

- 

- 

14 

13  . 

- 

- 

14 

13  . 

20  - 

- 

13 

13. 

13 

13. 

1  15 

U. 

- 

- 

19 

15  . 

- 

23 

15  . 

25  ^ 

- 

23 

15  .5 

- 

24 

16. 

1 

- 

23 

16  . 

- 

26 

16. 

- 

21 

15  .5 

30  - 

- 

20 

15.5 

- 

- 

24 

16.3 

- 

- 

32 

17.5 

33 

17. 

- 

27 

16.5 

35  - 

- 

24 

16. 

- 

23 

16  . 

- 

27 

16.5 

- 

30 

17. 

- 

27 

16.5 

40  H 

- 

28 

17. 

BECKER 


DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-6 
Surf.  E lev .  6  742 .6  f r . 
Max.  Depth  48.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY  Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature  Jackson  Lake  Dam  SPT-BECKER  Correlation _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Untreated  Pad  A  -  N1163646.3,  E366653.0 _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft. 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

- 

- 

- - 

1 

7  9.5 

- 

- 

6  10. 

- 

- 

4  9.  , 

5  - 

- 

119.  1 

- 

- 

15  13.  1 

- 

- 

17  13.  1 

■ 

- 

14  12.  1 

- 

- 

13  13.  ! 

10  - 

- 

11  13.  i 

- 

- 

11  12.  1 

- 

- 

12  13. 

1 

- 

17  14.5  ! 

- 

- 

23  15.5  1 

15  1 

- 

20  14. 

J 

19  13. 

- 

- 

16  13. 

1 

- 

22  14.5 

- 

- 

-  15 . 

20  J 

- 

25  16. 

- 

- 

27  15.5 

1 

- 

19  15 . 

1 

- 

23  15. 

- 

25  15.5 

25  - 

- 

24  15.5  1 

1 

- 

24  15.5 

- 

24  15.5  1 

- 

- 

28  16.  1 

- 

- 

30  17.  1 

30  - 

- 

35  18.5  I 

- 

- 

41  18.  { 

- 

- 

33  17.  1 

- 

- 

30  16. 

, 

- 

26  16.  . 

35  - 

- 

29  16.5  1 

- 

- 

27  16.5  1 

- 

- 

30  16.5 

- 

- 

32  16. 

- 

29  17.5 

40  - 

- 

29  17. 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC-7 


Surf.  Elev.  6742.4 

it . 

Max.  Depth  58. 

ft . 

Pro  iect 

RIRIE 

DAM 

SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Date  Drilled  9/15/86 

Feature 

Jackson  Lake  Dam 

SPT-BECKER  Correlation 

Attitude  Vertical 

Location 

Untreated 

Pad 

A 

-  N1163705.8. 

E366638. 

8 

Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Dri 1 ler 

Ken  Arnold 

Drill  Rig 

AP-IOOO 

(No. 

57)  Depth  to  water 

f  t . 

6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

,  ,  ..1  -c-  ^  r.  Sample  N_  BP  Remarks  1 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description  ®(psig)  ' 

- 

1 

6  10. 

- 

i 

6  10. 

- 

-I 

8  11. 

,  5  ' 

■J 

10  11.5 

1 

11  12. 

, 

10  .2.  ; 

- 

- 

8  10.5 

- 

-t 

5  10. 

j  10  - 

- 

11  11. 

11  11.5 

j 

- 

9  10. 

- 

5  10.  : 

1 

1 

- 

3  10.  : 

15  - 

- 

9  12. 

- 

- 

10  11 . 

-1 

- 

10  12. 

1 

- 

12  12.5 

-1 

- 

14  13. 

20  - 

- 

18  15. 

- 

- 

20  15 . 

-| 

- 

22  15. 

- 

21  15. 

;  J 

- 

23  15 . 

25  - 

- 

26  16.5 

- 

- 

25  16. 

- 

- 

22  15. 

- 

- 

19  14.5 

- 

17  14. 

30  - 

17  14. 

- 

- 

20  16 . 

- 

- 

20  15. 

- 

18  14.5 

18  15. 

1  35  - 

17  15. 

1 

17  14.5  1 

- 

- 

16  14.5  ! 

- 

- 

17  14.5  j 

- 

19  12.5  j 

- 

21  15.5  1 

Project 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sam] 

N 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-2 


Project 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Sur  t . 
Max . 

Date  Drilled 

Elev.  4972  tc. 
Deptn  68  fc. 

9/19/86 

Feature 

Foundation  Exploration 

Att i tude 

Vertical 

Locat ion 

Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Flat  Area 

Logged  by 

L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  _ 

Ken  Arnold  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No. 

57)  Depth  to  water  22  tc. 

6-3/8  "  O.D.  Opea  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

1 

Sample  N^  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

- 

- 

Started  driving! 

- 

- 

at  8:11  a .m.  1 

- 

- 

I 

on  9/19/86  -  i 

4970  -I 

0-8  feet  i 

'  9  12.5 

pulled  out  at 

- 

5  ft .  and  began 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with 

14  20. 

new  hole  due  to 

- 

cobbles  and  concrete  chunks 

deflection  of 

- 

GW,  CM 

- 

15  15.5|casing 

- 

11  14. 

J 

12  13. 

- 

1 

10  12.5 

i 

J 

i 

- 

— 

1 

11  11.5 

■ 

J 

1 

25  22  . 

1 

,0- 

:  34  21.3 

1 

!  -i 

1  J 

8-17  feet 

25  19.5 

j 

1  ^ 
.  4960 

Similiar  to  above  with 

1  15  16. 

1 

H 

GW.  CM 

subangular  to  rounded  -< 

B-1 

-J 

gravel  particles 

10  14. 

- 

14  16. 

1 

15  - 

28  20. 

1 

4 

- 

I 

! 

- 

16  16.5 

- 

15  16. 

1 

17  -22  feet 

14  15. 

J 

Sandy  silt  with  some  scattered 

17  17.5 

ML 

gravel  particles 

20 


16  17,5 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


3/  4 


Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-2  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N^  BP 
No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

- 

55  21.5 

i 

1 

- 

25  18.5 

- 

23  18.5 

1 

- 

48  -  53  feet 

19  18.5 

50  - 

No  recovery 

15  18.5 

- 

- 

15  19. 

4920 

- 

20  19.5 

1 

- 

53  -  55  feet  -  Basalt  fragments  - 

35  21.5 

- 

with  some  sand  (possibly  drove 

- 

GW 

a  basalt  stone  for  a  few  feet 

80  23. 

1 

- 

before  it  broke  up) 

55  - 

50  21.5 

- 

- 

40  20.5 

-1 

55  -  65  feet  ^ 

- 

27  19. 

- 

Saturated  clayey  gravel  and 

-J 

cobbles  -  particles  are 

19  18.5 

1 

generally  broken  basalt 

i 

-  possibly  residual  bedrock 

19  17.5 

- 

surface 

1 

1  60  4 

1  j 

GC 

- 

B-4 

14  17. 

■ 

1 

16  17.5 

i 

i 

- 

4910 

- 

23  18.5 

- 

- 

23  19. 

- 

- 

16  18. 

65  - 

- 

30  19.5 

- 

65  -  68  feet 

- 

Saturated  clayed  gravel  and 

20  17.5 

- 

GC 

cobbles  -  particles  are 

- 

generally  broken  basalt  - 

21  19.5 

- 

similiar  to  above  interval 

- 

- 

15  18.5 

Stopped  driving  at  9:5S  a.m.  and  casing  withdrawn  by  10:25  a.m.  on  9/19/86. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portions  of  hole  up  to 
the  surface. 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Hole  No.  BOC  86- 

Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  33 

Samples : 

Sample  I.D. _ Deptn  Interval  (feet) 


B  - 

1 

8 

-  17 

B  - 

■> 

17 

-  26 

B  - 

3 

26 

-  34 

B  - 

55 

-  65 

Page 
60  degree 


BECKEK  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-3 
Surf.  E  lev  .  4971  f c  . 
Max.  DepEti _ 63  f t  ■ 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/17-18/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Flat  Area _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Haraer 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ t  ■ 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooch  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Pro j  ec  c 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  3CC  86-3  Page 


2/ 


I  Elev  Depth 
I  (fc)  (ft) 


Field  Classification  and  Description  Sample  3P 

No.  (psig) 


Remarks 


Pro jec  C 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-3  Page 


3/ 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


4/ 


Pro jec  t 


Hole  No.  ^CC  86-3  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

- 

4900 

100  22. 

- 1 

1 

- 

- 

89  21.5 

1 

- 

- 

107  22.5 

■ 

- 

137  23. 

- 

146  23.5 

1 

- 

- 

98  22  . 

-1 

- 

60  21.5 

J 

- 

52  21.5 

1 

1 

- 

42  20. 

30  - 

- 

29  19.5 

4890 

- 

33  20. 

- 

- 

66  23.5 

- 

- 

Stopped  driving 

83  - 

- 

230  23.5 

at  8:30  a . m . 

- 

- 

on  9/18/86 

Weacner:  Partly  cloudy  with  slight  oreeze  on  both  9/17  and  9/18/86.  Temperature  range 

aoout  38  -  65  degrees  F. 

Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 


Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-3 
Surf.  E  lev  .  4971  f ; ■ 
Max.  Depcn  85  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/  18/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Flat  Area _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water  -22  ft. 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-cooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N^  BP 
No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

1 

1 

- 

Started  drivingj 

4970 

- 

14  10 

at  1:30  p.m. 

- 

on  9/18/86  - 

- 

0-5  feet  Not  logged 

5  10. 

i 

- 

- 

4  15. 

1 

’ 

- 

- 

12  16.5 1 

5  - 

- 

1 

9  17.5! 

- 

GW,  SW 

5  -  7  feet 

i  i 

12  13.5'  : 

- 

Gravelly  sand  and  sandy  gravel 

- 

- 

13  14.5;  1 

- 

7-11  feet 

- 

B-1 

15  16. 5i 

! 

Silt  and  gravel 

' 

GM 

13  14.  , 

1 

i 

'  10  - 

11  16.  , 

4960 

_ 

10  15.  i 

- 

11  -  15  feet 

-H 

J 

11  12.5 

Alternating  lenses  of  sandy  -< 

ML.SM 

silt  and  silty  sand  -  a  few  ^ 

B-2 

11  13.5 

- 

gravel  particles  and  some  wood 

- 

fragments  up  to  1/2  inches  thick  ^ 

11  13.5 

15  1 

- 

— 

9  14. 

- 

- 

15  -  18  feet 

11  13.51 

- 

Moist  sandy  silt  and  silty  sand 

11  13.5, 

- 

with  two  1-inch  to  2-inch 

rounded  basalt  particles 

10  12.5 

4 

- 

B-3 

18  -  21  feet 

10  13.5 

20  - 

Similiar  to  above 

8  13.5 

Project 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-3  Page  _ 2/  4 


Elev  Depth  ^  Field  Classification  and  Description  Sample  3P 

(ft)  (ft)  *  No.  (psis 


Remarks 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-3  Page 


3/ 


Pro jecc 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-3 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N^  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

4900 

: 

1 

36  21.5  ; 

- 

71  -  74  feet 

1 

- 

GW-GM, 

- 

55  22. 

- 

GM 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  similiar  to 

B-ld 

1 

- 

56.5-71  ft  interval  but  with  more  - 

72  22.5  I 

- 

sand  and  silt 

1 

- 

— 

- 

— 

96  22.3  : 

- 

GM 

74  -  75  feet  Silty,  sandy  gravel 

75  H 

- 

83  21.5 

75  -  78  feet  -1 

J 

50  21.3 

- 

GW 

Sandy  gravel  with  rounded  h 

B-11 

- 

particles  up  to  3  inches  -  feu  ^ 

53  21.5 

1 

fines 

1 

— 

49  20. 

1 

22  19 . 

- 

78  -  85  feet 

80  - 

- 

33  20.5 

Poor  recovery  -  not  logged 

4890 

1 

40  21  . 

- 

u 

57  21.3 

- 

101  23.  Stopped  driving 

- 

at  5:10  p .m. 

- 

- 

150  22.5  -  Casing 

- 

withdrawn  by 

33  - 

- 

189  23.  5:43  p.m.  on 

_ : 

- 

9/18/86 

Weather : 
Samples : 


Cloudy  with  slight  breeze.  Temperature  range  about  38  -  60  degrees  F. 
Sample  l.D.  Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B 

- 

1 

5 

- 

11 

B 

- 

2 

11 

- 

15 

B 

- 

3 

15 

- 

21 

B 

- 

4 

21 

- 

27 

B 

- 

5 

27 

- 

32 

B 

- 

6 

32 

- 

38 

B 

- 

7a 

42 

- 

48 

B 

- 

7b 

48 

- 

55 

B 

- 

8 

58 

- 

67 

B 

- 

9 

68 

- 

71 

B 

- 

10 

71 

- 

74 

B 

- 

11 

75 

- 

78 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-4 
Surf.  Elev.  4998  fc. 
Max.  Depth  107  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/19/66 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP~L000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  sample, » 


L 


Pro j  ec  C 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-4  Page 


2/  5 


r 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Hole  No.  BCC  86-4  Page  4/  5 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N^  BP 
No.  (psig) 

Remarks  | 

1 

-t 

H 

- 

34  21.5 

-i 

-1 

1 

1 

- 

30  21  . 

1 

: 

- 

36  21.5 

i 

1 

- 

- 

40  22. 

- 

75  H 

- 

31  21.5 

! 

- 

i 

- 

48  23  . 

-1 

- 

- 

- 

88  24.5 

: 

■  4920 

.. 

85  22.5 

1 

1  -1 

* 

. 

68  22.5 

1 

1  J 

1 

^  80  -1 

- 

68  23  . 

1 

1  -1 

- 

1  - 

- 

84  23.5 

I 

- 

1 

I 

106  24. 

1 

;  -j 

- 

; 

124  24.3 

- 

131  25. 

- 

- 

85  - 

178  25.5 

- 

- 

165  25  . 

-i 

- 

- 

^  133  25. 

1  4910 

- 

112  23. 

1 

i 

106  23. 

90  - 

126  23.5 

-1 

- 

-•  127  24. 

- 

126  23.5 

i 

110  23. 

1 

i 

-  114  23. 

- 

95  - 

-I  83  23. 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-4  Page 


Elev  Depth 

(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig' 

Remarks 

- 

- 

52  22.5 

- 

- 

51  22.5 

4900 

- 

43  21  . 

- 

- 

40  20. 

100  - 

- 

58  21.5 

- 

84  22. 

1  : 

1  j 

- 

105  22.5 

1 

1  1 
i 

- 

112  24.5 

it 

i  ^ 

- 

* 

1  i 

-1 

107  24.5 

*  At  107  ft  , 

1 

- 

*  pulled  casing 

1  105  - 

- 

218  25. 

*  up  4,5  ft  j 

- 

*  and  redrove  1 

j 

- 

290  25  . 

*  3.5  ft  j 

j 

- 

ir  j 

j  107  - 

- 

312  25. 

1 

1 

Stopped  driving  at  2:57  p.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  3:25  p.m.  on  9/19/86 

Weatner:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  38  -  60  degrees  F. 

Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  a'.d  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


Redrive 


Depth 

(ft) 

"b 

BP 

(psig) 

104 

28 

22.5 

105 

27 

21.5 

106 

50 

23. 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Project 
Feature 
Locat  ton 
Dri I  ler 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-4 
Surf.  E  lev  .  4999  f  t . 
Max.  Depth  108  ft. 

_ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  ^.ABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/26-27/86 

Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Ririe  Dam  -  Downatream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

.  ,  S  diDD  I  e 

Field  CUssif icacion  and  Description 

No  • 

N  BP 

(psig) 

Remarks 

- 

1 

!Started  driving 

- 

0-8  feet 

at  3:55  p.m. 

- 

- 

on  9/26/86 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  - 

10  10.5! 

- 

f 

1 

subangular  particles  and  recently  - 

- 

' 

broken  cobble  fragments. 

13  11  . 

- 

CM,  , 

. 

11  12.5  i 

5  - 

GW-GM 

21  17.5 

- 

-i 

- 

-j 

20  18.5 

1 

-i 

35  17. 

1  ^ 

- 

- 

18  14.5 

- 

j  -.990 

- 

18  16.5 

Some 

- 

- 

contamina  t ion 

'  :o  - 

8  -  l8  feet 

19  17. 

from  previous 

- 

holes  in  0-18 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  -: 

17  16. 

ft  interval 

- 

subangular  particles  and  recently  - 

- 

broken  cobble  fragments.  -; 

63  19. 

- 

CM, 

- 

H 

Similiar  to  0-8  ft  interval 

45  20. 

- 

GW-GM 

but  with  more  recent  angular  -| 

i 

cuttings  from  broken  cobbles  -i 

22  16.5 

-- 

1  15  - 

- 

17  16.5 

- 

- 

- 

28  19. 

;  -! 

- 

41  21  . 

- 

- 

- 

- 

52  21.5 

4980 

18  -  22  feet 

42  19. 

20  - 

Poor  recovery  -| 

25  17.5 

Project 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No .  BOC  86-4  Page 
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(ft')  ^fc)^  Field  Clasaif icacion  and  Description 


22  -  28  feet 


Sample  N^  BP 
No.  (psig) 


Remarks  i 


Sampling  hose  | 
40  19 .  found  to  be  | 

plugged  with 

57  21,5  cobbles  at  22'  ; 

-hose  unplugged! 
57  20.5  I 


’5  -t  GW-GM 


Silty ,  sandy  gravel  and  broken 
cobble  fragments  -  gravel  and 
cobble  particles  generally 
subangular  to  angular. 


59  21 


B-1  48  20.5 


40  19.5 


-  GW-GM 


4960  -t 

-  GW-GM 

40  -I 


28  -  36  feet 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  and  broken 
cobble  fragments  -  gravel  and 
cobble  particles  generally 
subangular  to  angular.  Similiar 
to  22-28  ft  interval. 


36  -  43  feet 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with 
subrouoded  to  subangular 
particles  with  recently  broken 
cobble  fragments.  Somewhat  more 
sand  and  silt  than  22-36  ft 
interval . 


37  19.5  i 

I 

I  : 

- 32  19.  i 

45  20 .  ' 

! 

46  20.  I 

I 

41  20.  I 

B-2  44  20. 

37  19.5  I 

I 

i  23  18.5  j 

Stopped  drivingi 
I  17  16.  at.>:45p.m. 
j  on  9/26/86  ! 

- 25  17.5 - 

Restarted 

30  18.5  driving  at 

9:50  a .m.  on 
34  19.5  9/27/86 

40  21.5 

B-3 

28  20.5  j 

32  20.5 

65  23.5 


63  20.5 


30  17.5 


24  17. 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

- 

43  -  48  feet  H 

1 

- 

-1 

1 

24  17.5 

ML 

Moist  sandy  silt  with  subrounded  4 

B-4  1 

cobbles  together  with  wood  and  - 

j 

27  16.5 

-1 

root  fragments  (1/8"  to  3/8"  diam)- 

- 

4 

- i 

31  17.5 

- 

48  -  50  feet 

4950 

ML 

Moist  sandy  silt  with  subrounded 

35  19.5 

cobbles  -  similiar  to  43-50  ft 

50  - 

— 

20  18. 

- 

50  -  56  fer 

28  18.5 

- 

Sandy  gra  with  few  fines. 

49  19.5 

- 

Part’-les  generally  subrounded 

-1 

GW 

with  maximum  particle  size  about 

B-5 

43  19. 

-1 

2  inches . 

1 

- 

45  19. 

1  j 

- 

44  19. 

j 

- 

!  1 

56  -  58  feet 

— 

45  18.5 

* 

Sandy  gravel  with  few  fines. 

- 

GW 

Particles  generally  subrounded  4 

42  18. 

- 

with  max.  size  about  2  inches. 

1 

Similiar  to  50-56  ft  interval.  -f- - - 

37  19.5 

! 

’  -.940 

- 

73  20  . 

i 

‘ 

’ 

- 

1  60  - 

58  -  64  feet 

80  20.5 

1 

- 

i 

GW-GM, 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  and  cobbles. 

B-6 

75  19.5 

1 

Gravel  and  cobble  particles  are 

GM 

generally  subrounded  or  broken  - 

80  20.5 

1 

subrounded  -  occaisonal  sandy  silt- 

1 

lenses  with  small  root  fibers. 

102  20.5 

- 

— 

- :  90  20 . 

- 

GW-GM, 

64  -  66  feet 

1 

65  - 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  and  cobbles. 

'  60  19.5 

GM 

Similiar  to  58-64  ft  interval. 

- 

- 

,  45  19.5 

- 

66-71  feet 

!  30  18. 

- 

ML-GM 

Gravelly,  sandy  silt  with  rounded  - 

15  16. 

- 

cobbles  to  3  inches. 

4930 

- 

12  17.5 

- 

free  water  in  casing  at  68  feet 

70  - 

after  adding  casing  segment. 

25  15.5 

Project 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 


Remarks 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Pro jec  C 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-4  Page 


Kiev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  Ng  BP 
No.  (psig) 

Remarks  { 

- 

GW-GM 

! 

- 

123  20. 

i 

- 

■ 

1 

! 

- 

-- 

■ 

140  20 . 

- 

GW-GM 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  rounded 

B-IO 

i 

- 

gravel  particles.  Somewhat  lower  - 

150  20.5 

i 

- 

fines  content  than  88-96  ft 

i 

4900 

interval. 

8 

100  20.5 

1 

1 

- 

no  21. 

; 

99  -  108  feet 

103  21. 

1 

Gravelly  sand  together  with  sandy  - 

106  21. 

1 

subangular  to  subrounded  2-inch  -■ 

1 

gravel.  Relatively  small  fines 

140  21. 

SW-GW 

content. 

B-II 

( 

- 

187  21. 

105  - 

260  20.5 

- 

"1 

- 

- 

1  -j8  - 

- 

I 

- 

L 

1 

Stopped  driving  at  10:45  a.ra.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  11:20  a.m.  on  9/27/86. 

Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 

Samples  : 

Sample  I.D. _ Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B 

- 

1 

22 

- 

28 

B 

- 

2 

28 

- 

36 

B 

- 

3 

36 

- 

43 

B 

- 

4 

43 

- 

48 

B 

- 

5 

50 

- 

56 

B 

- 

6 

58 

- 

64 

B 

- 

7 

71 

- 

78 

B 

- 

8 

78 

- 

88 

B 

- 

9 

88 

- 

96 

B 

- 

10 

96 

- 

99 

B 

- 

11 

99 

- 

108 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
Surface . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Pro jec  c 
Feature 
LocaC ion 
Driller  Ken  Arnold 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Foundation  Exploration 


Ririe  Dam  ~  Downstream  Berm 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-5 


Surt.  Elev 
Max.  Depth  99 
Date  Drilled 
Att  itude 


4995  ft 


9/  19-20/86 


Vertical 


Logged  by 


Drill  Rig  AP-IQOO  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water 


Haraer 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Pro  j  ec  c 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-5 


Pro jec  t 
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Depth 

(ft) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


BP 

(psig) 

24 

18. 

22 

18. 

21 

17.5 

21 

18. 

26 

18.5 

23 

18.5  j 

25 

18.5  1 

! 

29 

19.5  1 

35 

1 

20.  ' 

34 

19.5  * 

I 

31 

f 

18.  : 

31 

18.5 

41 

19.5  1 

51 

20.5  i 

62 

19 .5  ; 

80 

20.  ' 

104 

20.  1 

140 

18. 

156 

21  . 

173 

20.5 

142 

20. 

167 

20. 

213 

21  .5 

246 

21  . 

273 

20.5 

Remar Ks 


Stopped  driving, 
at  5:30  p.m. 
on  9/19/86 

Restarted  i 

driving  at 
7:32  a.m.  on 


Pro jec  C 
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^°8  Field  C  lass  if  icac  ion  and  Description 
(ft)  (ft)  ®  No.  (pstg) 


Remarks 


■  1 

- 

- 

174  23. 

- 

210  23. 

*  At  99.7  ft , 

- 

- 

*  casing  raised 

- 

- 

258  23. 

*  3  ft  and 

- 

H 

*  redriven 

H 

448  24 . 

*  2.8  ft 

* 

100  - 

- 

500+  21 .5 

500  for  8  in. 

Stopped  driving  at  8:58  a.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  9:37  a.m.  on  9/20/86 

Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  38  -  60  degrees  F. 

Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


Redrive 


Depth 

^B 

BP 

(ft) 

(psig) 

97 

22/9 

in .  15.5 

98 

31 

18. 

99 

34 

19. 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Project 

RIRIE 

DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Hole  No.  BOC  86-3 
Surf.  Elev.  4993  ft. 
Max.  Depth  92.3  ft. 
Date  Drilled  9/20/86 

Feature  _ 

Foundation 

Exploration 

Attitude  Vertical 

Locat ion 

Ririe  Dan 

1  -  Downstream  Berm 

Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Dri 1  ler 

Ken  Arnold 

Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No. 

57)  Depth  to  water  46  ft. 

6-3/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP  Remarks  [ 

No.  (psig)  1 

- 

“ 

Started  drivingj 

- 

1 

at  10:42  a.m. 

-J 

“ 

on  9/20/86 

- 

0-8  feet  -1 

5  15.  , 

- 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy  -j 

12  15. 

gravel  with  some  broken  cobble  - 

1 

- 

GW-GM 

pieces*  Gravel  particles  are 

B-l 

11  15.  ! 

- 

subangular  to  angular  in  shape.  - 

f 

4990  3  - 

8  13. 

- 

6  13. 

- 

- 

8  13.5! 

- 

10  15 . 

- 

- 

11  17.5 

- 

8-16  feet  -i 

10  -J 

24  19 . 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy  - 

- 

gravel  with  sosie  broken  cobble 

23  18.5 

. 

pieces.  Similiar  to  above  but 

- 

GW-GM 

with  more  broken  cobble  fragments  - 

B-2 

21  19.  ; 

(broken  angular  particles  from 

1 

- 

J 

1  to  4  inches  in  diameter) 

27  19.5 

- 

22  18.5 

4980  15  - 

! 

29  19. 5i 

- 

1 

16  -  18  feet  ^ 

28  18.5 

- 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy  -< 

1 

- 

GW-GM 

gravel.  Similiar  to  8-16  ft 

26  17. 5i 

interval  but  with  more  sand  and  - 

- 

few  gravel-sized  particles  above 

19  18. 

- 

1-1/2  in. (save  one  4-in.  particle)- 

1 

] 

- 

4 

23  19.51 

- 

GW-GM 

- 

20  - 

- 

22  19. 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

: 

1 

1 

20  17.51 

- 

18  -  28  feet 

■ 

- 

- 

18  17.5; 

- 

Slight./  silty,  sandy  gravel 

j 

- 

with  broken  cobble  fragments. 

21  18.  1 

-1 

Similiar  to  8-16  ft  interval 

1 

- 

GW-GM 

but  with  more  sand  and  somewhat 

B-3 

18  17. 

- 

smaller  amount  of  fines. 

4970  25  - 

- 

24  18.5 

-1 

- 

29  19.5 

1 

i 

i 

1 

- 

37  19.5 

! 

-H 

35  19.5 

i 

30  18.5 

- 

28  -38  feet 

30  - 

■ 

15  17.5 

1 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  broken 

; 

i 

H 

cobble  fragments.  Similiar  to 

24  20 . 5 

- 

8-16  ft  interval  but  with  somewhat- 

i 

more  fines  content. 

26  20. 

1 

1 

( 

I 

GW-GM 

- 

B-4 

26  18. 

H 

- 

16  16.5 

I 

:  4960  35  - 

- 

17  17. 

-4 

I 

- 

- 

19  18.5 

- 

- 

14  18.5 

- 

- 

— 

17  18. 

1 

38  -  42  feet 

16  17.5 

40  J 

No  recovery 

15  17.5 

-- 

* 

- 

- 

12  17. 

H 

- 

J 

- 

— 

11  15. 

H 

- 

42  -  48  feet 

12  16. 

ML 

Sandy  silt  with  occasional 

B-5 

15  15.5 

- 

gravel  and  4-in.  cobble  particles.- 

4950  45  -1 

-  Saturated  after  46  ft. 

8  15. 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  3P 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

1 

-1 

9  15.5 

H 

ML 

- 

H 

- 

7  15. 

- 

7  16 . 

- 

J 

- 

■ 

12  15  . 

- 

48  -58  feet 

50  - 

- 

8  14.5 

Sandy  silt  with  occasional  pea 

- 

gravel  (1/2"  to  1")  and  cobble 

8  14 , 5 

1 

- 

(4")  particles  together  with  a 

- 

1  few  pieces  of  wood  or  root  - 

10  15. 

fragments  up  to  3/8"  chick.  - 

t 

- 

ML 

Silt  appears  similiar  to  42-48  ft  - 

B-6 

9  14.5 

interval  except  somewhat  stiffer  - 

1 

J 

- 

11  14.5 

i 

-*940  55  - 

15  13.5 

J 

- 

4 

- 

14  13.5 

! 

- 

At  58  ft ,  free  water  found  in 

j 

- 

casing  after  adding  new  casing 

14  12.5 

1 

segment .  - 

1 

- 

58  -  59  feet  Silt  and  gravel 

— 

18  15 . 

1 

i 

- 

mixture  obscured  by  water.  After  - 

38  21.5 

1 

! 

- 

up. 

60  - 

1 

1 

46  2 1  . 5  ; 

- 

j  59  -  65  feet  -* 

50  21  .5  '  i 

- 

, 

GP-GW 

Clean  gravel  and  broken  cobbles.  -• 

B-7 

50  20.5 

- 

Particles  are  wet  and  rounded 

1 

1 

-  range  from  1/8"  to  3"  (broken 

67  23. 

rounded  cobbles)  with  predominant  - 

1 

size  about  1  inch. 

no  23.5 

I 

4930  65  - 

65  -  68  feet 

..... 

100  23.5 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  broken 

- 

rounded  cobbles.  Similiar  to 

218  25.  ; 

GW-GM 

59-65  ft  interval  but  with  more 

B-8 

; 

fine  sand  and  silt.  At  67  ft, 

335  25  . 

J 

soil  becaoie  dryer  -  could  be  air-  - 

1 

- 

dried  by  blower  due  to  high  - 

265  25.5 

IS  .»• 

- 

68  ft,  no  free  water  in  casing 

_ _ 

170  23.5 

- 

GW-GM 

after  adding  new  casing  segment. 

B-9 

70  - 

- 

170  22.5 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Elev 

(ft) 

Depth 

(ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N 
No.  ® 

BP 

(psig) 

Remarks  j 

1 

f 

68  -  71  feet 

i 

1  1 

cobbled 

Moist  sandy  gravel  with  small 
r  1 3  cO^lC^llCs  o  X  L  L  ^  L  Co 

4 

B-10  i 

150 

22. 

, 

T 

' 

- 

I 

65-68  ft  interval  but  with  a 

- 

,  125 

24. 

1 

larger  percentage  of  particles 

- 

1 

i 

i 

1 

having  sharp  angles/edges  which 

- 

!  114 

23.5 

1 

i 

1 

suggests  that  large  cobbles  are 

- 

1 

1  1 
t 

- 

1 

being  cut.  Particles  less  than 

- 

78 

23. 5t  1 

j 

GW-GM  1 

about  1  in.  are  generally 

- 

B-lll 

i 

4920 

75 

1 

angular  to  subrounded  -  most 

- 

] 

63 

23.  j  1 

! 

- 

appear  to  be  broken  rounded 

- 

j 

1 

' 

particles . 

- 

^  66 

22.5 

1 

1 

1 

71  feet  A  lens  of  1'*  to  4” 

- 

1 

- 

cobbles . 

- 

:  50 

22.5: 

- 

71  -  78  feet 

- 

1 

1  1 

Moist  sandy  gravel  with  small 

- 

— 

42 

21.5;  1 

fines  content.  Similiar  Co  68-71 

- 

. 

-1 

ft  interval  but  with  more  large 

50 

20.5 

- 

gravel-sized  particles.  At  78  ft 

►  *" 

80 

free  water  was  found  in  casing 

- 

15 

20.5 

- 

after  adding  new  casing  segment. 

-| 

i 

-1 

78  -  82  feet  Poor  recovery, 

*- 

23 

20. 

J 

mostly  water. 

- 

1 

I 

- 

- 

30 

20. 

1 

82  -  88  feet 

- 

;  12 

19.  i 

Saturated ,  clayey  sand  coating 

- 

:  13 

19. 

- 

large  gravel  and  broken  cobble 

- 

■ 

i  4910 

85 

- 

GC-GW 

particles.  Cobble  particles  are 

- 

B-12 

12 

19.5  , 

1 

- 

subangular  in  shape. 

- 

1 

- 

- 

13 

18.  : 

- 

At  88  ft,  free  water  was  found  in 

- 

- 

casing  after  adding  new  casing 

- 

11 

18.  i 

- 

segoient . 

- 

- 

- 

- 1 

12 

19. 

- 

88  -  91  feet 

- 

- 

Saturated,  clayey  sand  coating 

- 

20 

19.5 

- 

GC-GW 

large  gravel  and  broken  cobble 

- 

90 

- 

particles.  Similiar  to  82-88  ft 

- 

47 

21  . 

- 

interval . 

- 

- 

— 

91  -  92.4  feet 

- 

— 

35 

20. 

- 

Subangular  and  angular  black 

- 

- 

GC-GW/ 

basalt  (fresh  appearance)  gravel 

- 

1  B-13 

200 

24.5 

- 

bedrock 

and  cobble-sized  particles  with 

- 

4 

93 

- 

clayey  sand  matrix  (bedrock?). 

E 

■i 

1000*  25.5 

1000  for  6  in. 

Stopped  driving  ac  1:10  p.a.  -  Caaing  wichdravn  by  1:50  p.a.  on  9/20/86 
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Weather;  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 
Samples : 

Sample  I.D. _ Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B 

- 

1 

0 

- 

8 

B 

- 

2 

8 

- 

16 

B 

- 

3 

18 

- 

28 

B 

- 

4 

28 

- 

38 

B 

- 

5 

42 

- 

48 

B 

- 

6 

48 

- 

58 

B 

- 

7 

59 

- 

65 

B 

- 

8 

65 

- 

63 

B 

- 

9 

68 

- 

71 

B 

- 

10 

L 

B 

- 

11 

71 

- 

71 

B 

- 

12 

82 

- 

88 

B 

- 

13 

91 

- 

92.4 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


BECKER  DRILL 


LOG 


Pro iect 

RIRIE 

DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Hole  No.  BCC  86-6 
Surf.  Elev.  4995  ft. 
Max.  Depth  82.5  ft. 
Date  Drilled  9/22/86 

Feature 

Foundation 

Exploration 

Attitude  Vertical 

Locat ion 

Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm 

Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Dri 1 ler 

Ken  Arnold 

Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No. 

57)  Depth  to  water  ft. 

6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-cooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Sample  N^  BP 
No.  (psig) 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


Remarks 


Project 
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E  lev 
(ft  ) 

Depth 

(ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

No  • 

'^B 

BP 

(psig) 

-1 

- 

1 

6 

15  . 

- 

1 

- 

-1 

6 

15. 

- 

-I 

- 

1 

7 

15  . 

- 

i 

- 

-1 

8 

13. 

50  - 

1 

7 

14.5 

- 

-j 

- 

j 

7 

15. 

- 

- 

- 

32 

20.  ; 

f 

-1 

22 

1 

19.  1 

- 

j 

J 

12 

16.5  j 

j 

4940 

35  T  ^ 

30 

20.  1 

- 

4 

i 

142 

23.5 

- 

- 

- 

I 

212 

25  . 

H  1 

104 

21  . 

- 

- 

- 

- 

44 

21 . 

1 

i 

- 

- 

j 

60  -j 

14 

18.  , 

! 

1  ] 

17 

18.5 

: 

- 

J 

31 

' 

20. 

- 

1 

-1 

19 

19. 

- 

-1 

- 

J 

10 

17. 

- 

J 

4930 

65  - 

j 

17.5 

- 

9 

18. 

- 

i 

- 

- 

18.5 

- 

- 

18 

18. 

- 

- 

! 

Remarks 


13  18.5 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Hole  No.  BCC  86-6  Page  l,!  l. 


Elev  Depth  Field  Classification  and  Description 

( tt )  ( tt )  ® 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

11  - 

-i 

11  18. 

11  18 . 

—  -4 

:  ] 

12  18.' 

14  19. 

4920  '5  -i 

11  19. 

- 

'  13  18.5 

-  “1 

13  18,5 

1 

1 

17  19 , 

1 

- 

92  23. 

30  - 

89  23.5 

*  At  32,5  ft , 

1 

*  raised  casing 

M  J 

1 

216  25. 

*  3.5  ft  and 

*  redrove  3  ft 

1 

870  25.5 

★ 

* 

33  -i 

[1000+  25  .5 

1000  for  6  in  . 

Stopped  driving  at  9:48  a.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  10:20  a.m.  on 

Weatner:  Clear  and  cold  with  slight  breeze.  Temperature  range  about  30  -  -to  degrees  F. 
Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


Redrive 


Depth  BP 

(ft)  “  (paig) 


80 

81 

82 


11 

8 

9 


17.5 

18. 

17.5 


BECKER  DRILL 


LOG 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-6 
Surf.  Elev.  ^995  fc. 
Max.  Depth  60.  it. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/22/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  _ Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


— 

Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks  ! 

- 

i 

- 

1 

i 

Started  driving 

! 

- 

12  16 . 

at  11:40  a .m.  | 

- 

on  9/22/86  ’ 

1 

0-3  feet 

17  17.5 

i 

Sligntly  moist  silty,  sandy 

16  16.5 

-1 

gravel  with  broken  cobble 

- 

particles.  Cobble-size  particles  - 

14  15.5 

GW-GM 

are  generally  subangular  to 

B-l 

‘  4990  5  - 

angular  indicating  that  they  have  - 

17  16. 

! 

been  broken  from  larger  particles  - 

) 

during  either  driving  or  during 

22  17.5; 

H 

construction. 

( 

\ 

1 

- 

32  19. 5| 

*1 

— 

- 

44  21  . 

'  3-14  reet 

- 

- 

!  25  21.  :  i 

- 

1  Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy 

1  ! 

!  iO  - 

1  gravel  with  broken  cobble 

i  19  19.  (  1 

- 

particles.  Cobble-size  particles  - 

- 

GW-GM 

are  generally  subangular  tc 

B-2 

25  20.5 

- 

angular  indicating  that  they  have  - 

- 

been  broken  from  larger  particles.- 

21  18.5 

- 

Similiar  to  0-8  ft  interval  but 

- 

with  moare  sand. 

21  18. 

26  20.5 

- 

14  -  21  feet 

j  4980  15  - 

26  20.5 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy  gravel- 

1 

with  broken  cobble  particles. 

35  22. 

1  Gravel  and  cobble^sized  particles  - 

- 

GW-GM 

appear  to  be  broken  basalt 

B-3 

46  22.5 

- 

particles  dark  gray  to  black  in 

- 

1  color.  Similiar  to  8-14  ft 

35  22  . 

- 

interval. 

- 

33  21.5 

20  - 

31  21  . 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-6  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

i 

-1 

GW-GM 

-i 

1 

4 

- 

34  20.5 

1 

1 

21  -  28  feet 

40  22. 

- 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy 

46  23  . 

- 

gravel  with  broken  cobble 

- 

particles.  Similiar  to  14-21  ft 

56  23.5 

- 

GW-GM 

interval  but  with  somewhat  lesser  - 

B-4 

4970  25  - 

amount  of  sand  and  fines  concent.  - 

40  22. 

- 

Gravel  and  cobble-sized  particles  - 

- 

remain  generally  subangular 

37  20.5 

-1 

indicating  broken  particles 

(probably  during  construction). 

27  20.5'  1 

! 

- 

- - 

- 

26  21  . 

- 

28  -  33  feet  -1 

- 

- 

35  22  . 

- 

Slightly  moist  silty,  sandy 

30  - 

gravel  with  broken  cobble 

37  22.5 

i 

- 

GW-GM 

particles.  Similiar  to  21-28  ft 

B-5 

interval. 

29  21.5 

29  21  . 

- 

- 

. 

i 

1  J 

- [  i'y  ,  D 

' 

i 

1 

33  -  39  feet 

22  19.5 

' 

1 

i  -»960  35  1 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  with  broken 

23  19. 5i  ! 

1 

cobble  particles.  Similiar  to 

GW-GM 

21-33  ft  interval.  At  35  ft , 

B-6 

21  20.5  i 

some  particles  change  from 

- 

slightly  moist  to  wet.  In 

35  22.5 

- 

addition,  many  4-in.  broken 

i 

particles. 

53  24. 

- - 

50  22.5 

- 

39  -  44  feet 

40  - 

- 

40  21  . 

I 

- 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with 

j 

; 

fewer  fines  than  above.  Gravel 

30  21  . 

j 

GW-GP 

particles  mostly  intact  and 

B-7 

i  -1 

broken  subrounded  in  shape 

29  21  . 

- 

(alluvium?).  Maximum  particle 

- 

size  about  3  in. 

19  19. 

- 

....... 

- 

— 

17  18.5 

i 

4950  43  - 

GP 

- 

19  18.5 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-6  Page 


E  lev 
(ft) 

Depth 

(ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 
No . 

e  Ng 

BP 

(psig) 

Remarks  i 

- 

44  -  48  feet 

B 

- 

B 

23 

20. 

I 

- 

GP 

Poor  recovery.  Mostly  rounded 

B 

B-8 

1 

- 

gravel  and  broken  rounded  cobble 

- 

25 

19,5 

, 

- 

part  ides . 

“ 

IS 

21  ^ 

1 

At  48  ft ,  free  water  found  in 

- 

1 

i 

- 

casing  after  adding  new  casing 

- 

32 

20.5 

1 

1 

- 

segment . 

- 

50  - 

GP 

48  -  52  feet 

- 

36 

21  . 

I 

- 

Poor  recovery.  Mostly  rounded 

- 

1 

- 

gravel  and  broken  rounded  cobble 

- 

32 

20. 

- 

particles . 

- 

! 

- 

52  -  54  feet 

- 

23 

19. 

j 

- 

Wet  broken  basalt  particles 

- 

- 

GP 

between  1/4"  to  4"  in  size. 

-1 

B-9 

165 

24.5 

BEDROCK? 

- 

bedrock 

?  Soull  sand  or  fines  content. 

on 

“yL  s 

- 

54  -  58  feet 

- 

1 

i 

4940 

55  1 

Wet  broken  basalt  particles 

- 

140 

25.5 

- 

similiar  to  52-54  ft  interval 

- 

GP 

but  with  some  sandy  silt/silty 

- 

B-10 

490 

26. 

- 

bedrock 

?  sand  coatings  on  particles. 

- 

At  57.5  ft. 

- 

- 

600 

24.5 

work  stopped  i 

i 

- 

At  57.5  ft,  free  water  found  in 

- 

between  ;  5 

- 

casing  after  work  stoppage.  At 

- 

— 

300 

26. 

and  2:35  j.m. 

; 

- 

58  ft,  free  water  found  in  casing 

- 

1 

CO  repair 

- 

after  adding  new  casing  segment. 

- 

!  730 

25  . 

hydraulic  hose 

1 

- 

GP 

58-60  feet  Wet  broken  basalt 

- 

60  - 

bedrock 

1?  particles  with  trace  of  silty  sand- 

■ 

1450 

26. 

- 

1  /9«adv  silt  coacinxs. 

■ 

mi 

Stopped  driving 
Weather:  Clear 
Samples : 


at  3:06  p.m.  -  Caaing  withdrawn  by  3:30  p.m.  on  9/22/86. 
with  slight  breeze.  Temperature  range  about  90  -  60  degrees 

Sample  l.D.  Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B 

1 

0 

8 

B 

- 

2 

8 

- 

14 

B 

- 

3 

14 

- 

21 

B 

- 

4 

21 

- 

28 

B 

- 

5 

28 

- 

33 

B 

- 

6 

33 

- 

39 

B 

- 

7 

39 

- 

44 

B 

- 

8 

44 

- 

48 

B 

- 

9 

52 

- 

54 

B 

- 

10 

54 

- 

58 

f . 


Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-6 B 
Surf.  Elev.  4995  ft. 
Max.  Depth  107.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/22-23/1986 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-3/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 

No. 

e  N  BP 

(psig) 

Remarks  1 

1 

] 

- 

“  '  I 

Started  driving 

(  "* 

- 

at  3:57  p.m. 

!  . 
1 

GW-GM 

0-8  feet 

1 

on  9/22/86 

; 

- 

10  13. 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel.  Particles 

- 

are  up  to  4  in.  in  size  and  are 

15  15. 

- 

1 

generally  subangular  in  shape. 

- 

Larger  particles  appear  to  be 

12  14.5 

- 

broken  from  still  larger  particles- 

4990  5  - 

either  during  drilling  or  from 

12  14.5 

- 

GW-GM 

construction. 

B-1 

- 

- 

12  15. 

- 

- 

8  13. 

■A 

U- - 

- 

- ^  10  13. 

- 

- 

H 

- 

10  14. 

- 

8-18  feet 

10  - 

- 

10  15. 

- 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  -  generally 

- 

poor  recovery.  Soil  similiar  to  - 

7  14. 

i 

- 

0-8  ft  interval  except  chat 

1 

1 

- 

maximum  particle  size  is  less 

9  14. 

Poor  recovery 

- 

Chan  about  2  in. 

may  be  due  to 

- 

GW-GM 

- 

B-2 

a  14. 

driving  cobble 

- 

_ 

i 

in  front  of  i 

- 

10  13.5 

bit 

4980  15  - 

- 

5  12.5 

1 

1 

♦ 

7  15. 

;  10  15.5 

— 

18  -  23  feet 

- 1  20  19. 

1 

GW-GM 

Slightly  moist  -  almost  dry 

B-3 

'  27  13.5 

broken  subangular  gravel  and 

1 

20 

cobble  particles  with  silty  sand.  - 

1  32  19.5 

1 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-6B  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Claaaification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

■ 

* 

38  19.5 

- 

GW-GM 

- 

B-3 

i 

- 

- 

25  20 . 5 

1 

- 

— 

- 

1 

28  20. 

1 

- 

23  -  29  feet 

34  20.5 

i 

4970  25  - 

Slightly  moist  -  almost  dry 

30  21  . 

I 

- 

broken  subangular  gravel  and 

, 

- 

GW-GM 

cobble  particles  together  with 

B-4 

25  21.  1 

I 

silty  sand.  Similiar  to  18-23  ft  - 

1 

interval . 

23  19.51  : 

- 

- 

24  20.5 

! 

- 

- J 

- 

- - - 

30  19.5 

i 

- 

29  -  34  feet 

30  - 

- 

16  19. 

- 

Slightly  moist  broken  subangular 

i 

gravel  and  cobble  particles 

13  16. 

GW-GM 

together  with  silty  sand. 

] 

Similiar  to  18-29  ft  interval. 

7  15. 

1 

1 

1  ] 

Particles  become  wet  at  34  ft. 

7  15. 

H 

(perched  water?) 

t 

1 

34  -  38  feet 

IZ  o . 

4960  35  - 

1 

24  18.5 

j 

1 

Moist  CO  saturated  silty,  sandy 

j 

GW-GM 

gravel  with  numerous  4-in.  broken  - 

B-5 

22  19. 

! 

i 

cobbles  (appear  freshly  broken  by  ^ 

1 

J 

bit).  Somewhat  similiar  to  18-34  - 

22  19. 

1  ^ 

ft  interval  but  with  more  sandy 

silt. 

— 

24  20. 

38  -  43  feet 

33  19. 

40  ^ 

. 

Broken  basalt  cobble  and  gravel 

30  20 . 5 

- 

GM 

particles  together  with  sandy 

B-6 

1 

silt  balls. 

22  19. 

,  1 

H 

- 

24  19.5 

- 

43  -  47  feet  ^ 

i 

- 

— 

Broken  basalt  cobble  and  gravel 

- i  17  18.5 

i 

t 

particles  together  with  sosie  sandy- 

1 

- 

silt  balls.  Poor  recovery.  - 

21  18. 

-- 

GM-GW 

Similiar  to  38-43  ft  interval  but  - 

B-7 

1 

4950  45  - 

with  more  3-in.  basalt  fragments.  - 

20  18. 

_ i 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  HOC  86-6B  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

- 

T 

GM-GW  i 

-  B-7 

15  17.5 

■ 

! 

16  17.5 

- 

1 

47  -  54  feet 

14  17. 

1 

Saturated  sandy  silt  with 

14  16.5 

- 

1 

occasional  broken  basalt  cobbles 

50  - 

and  gravel  particles  together  with- 

9  15 .5 

- 

ML 

a  few  3/8  to  l/2-in.  wood  or  -  B-8 

- 

1 

1 

tree  branch/ root  pieces. 

10  16.5 

i 

! 

Stopped  driving  briefly  at  54  ft.  - 

9  16. 

- 

Free  water  in  casing  after 

- 

resuming  air  recirculation 

11  15 . 

54  -  56  feet  - 

15  16. 

; 

i 

- 

Saturated  sandy  silt  with 

4940  55  - 

ML 

occasional  broken  basalt  cobbles  - 

23  13.5 

- 

and  gravel  particles  together  with- 

- 

a  few  3/8  to  1/2-in.  wood  pieces. - -| 

38  18.5 

- 

Similiar  to  47-54  ft  interval. 

Stopped  driving; 

H 

GP-GW 

-  B-9 

37  19.5 

at  5:40  p.m. 

56  -  58  feet 

on  9/22/86. 

S*.1  ss 

- 

sand  and  fines  content  together 

Started  driving! 

- 

with  broken  basalt  cobble  pieces.  - 

32  21  . 

at  7:45  a .m. 

- 

- 

on  9^23/86 

hO  - 

At  58  ft ,  free  water  found  in 

35  16.5 

- 

casing  after  adding  new  casing 

- 

GP-GW 

segoenc,  ~  B-10|  10  16. 

_  1 

58  -  64  feet 

10  19. 

- 

Relatively  clean  subrounded  to 

1 

1 

- 

subangular  gravel  with  small  sand  - 

25  19.5 

- 

and  fines  contents  transitioning  - 

- 

to  silty  gravel.  At  64  ft,  silt  - 

12  18. 

- 

balls  are  found. 

4930  65  - 

1 

- 

7  14. 

- 

64  -  68  feet 

- 

GM-GW 

Silty,  sandy  gravel  -  very  soupy  -  B-li 

5  13.5 

- 

return  with  tsaximuia  particle  - 

■i 

size  about  2  in. 

17  16. 

At  68  ft ,  free  water  found  in 

1 

— 

casing  after  adding  new  casing  - 

27  17.5 

1 

segment. 

1 

- 

15  18. 

' 

SW-GW 

-  B-i: 

1  ^0 

-t 

- -  ■■■■  -■■■■  -  -  t- 

21  16. 

Project 
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70 


GW-GM 


68  ft,  no  free  water  in  eating 
after  adding  new  eating  segaent. 


Project 
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j  Elev  Depth 

1  (ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks  ! 

j 

|HB| 

B-16 

^  1 

22  19.  ,  1 

1  1 

sedrock 

- 

21  18.5 

' 

At  98  ft ,  no  free  water  found  in 

19  3.5 

1 

1 

1 

segment. 

1 

- 

17  19. 

i 

1 

98  -  104  feet 

i  100  - 

- 

20  19.5 

GC 

Broken  basalt  fragments  together 

1 

bedrock 

?  with  clayey  sand.  Basalt 

B-17 

27  19.  .  1 

particles  range  up  to  4  in. 

1  ' 

- 

(bedrock?)  Similiar  to  90-93  ft  - 

28  19.  , 

interval. 

i  j 

1  w 

.0  19.5  ' 

i  1 

104  -  107  feet 

44  20.5 

! 

j 

t 

;  4890  105  - 

Broken  basalt  fragments  together 

48  20. 

; 

i 

with  clayey  sand.  Basalt 

GC 

particles  range  up  to  4  in. 

B-ia 

115  21. 

- 

bedrock 

?  (bedrock?)  Similiar  to  90-104  ft  - 

1 

- 

interval  but  with  nuroerous  3/4  to  - 

800  23 . 

- 

1-1/2  in.  weathered  basalt  nuggets- 

Stopped  driving  at  10:15  a.m.  -  Caaing  withdrawn  by  10:50  a.ra.  on  9/23/86. 

Weather:  Clear  with  slight  breeze,  some  high  elouds  on  9/23/86.  Temperature  range  about 

29  -  70  degrees  F. 


Samples : 


Sample  l.D.  Depth  Interval 


8  - 

1 

3 

- 

8 

B  - 

2 

8 

- 

18 

B  - 

3 

18 

- 

23 

B  - 

4 

23 

- 

29 

B  - 

5 

34 

- 

38 

B  - 

6 

38 

- 

43 

B  - 

7 

43 

- 

47 

B  - 

8 

47 

- 

54 

B  - 

9 

56 

- 

58 

B  - 

10 

58 

- 

64 

B  - 

11 

64 

- 

68 

B  - 

12 

68 

- 

74 

B  - 

13 

74 

- 

78 

B  - 

14 

64 

- 

88 

B  - 

15 

88 

- 

90 

B  - 

16 

90 

- 

98 

B  - 

17 

98 

- 

104 

B  - 

18 

104 

- 

107 

( feet ) 


Hole  baekfilled  by  shovelling  eobblaa  end  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-7 
Surf.  Elev.  4995  ft. 
Max.  Depth  97.  ft. 
Date  Drilled  9/23/1986 

Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

_  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 


Driller  Ken  Arnold 


Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 


Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample 


N  BP 
(psig) 


P  ^aar ks 


Project 
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Sample  BP  Remarks  S 

No.  (psig)  I 

I*  At  97  ft  ,  I 

195  24.  *  casing  raisedi 

*  2.5  ft  and  ! 

200  24.  *  redriven  j 

*  2.5  ft 


Stopped  driving  at  2; LO  p.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  2:40  p.m.  on  9/23/86 

Weather:  Clear  with  slight  breeze  and  some  high  clouds.  Temperature  range  about  40-  60 

degrees  F. 

Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface  . 


Redrive 


Depth 

(ft) 

BP 

(psig) 

95 

9/6  in 

.  17.5 

96 

15 

19.5 

97 

20 

21 . 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _ 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _ 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No. 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-7 
Surf.  Elev.  4994  ft. 
Max.  Deptn  98.  ft. 
_  Date  Drilled  9/25/86 

_  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

_  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

5  7 )  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 

No. 

1 

e  N  BP  Remarks  ' 

(psig)  1 

- 

- 

Started  driving; 

0-8  feet 

13  9. 

at  12:25  p.m. 

on  9/25/86 

1  Not  logged  due  to  presence  of  4 

14  11.5 

J 

[  cuttings  from  previous  BOC 

- 

sounding  in  pipe. 

15  10. 

: 

H 

- 

4990 

. 

15  8. 

5  - 

- 

10  12. 

I 

i  -1 

J 

10  11. 

1  ^ 

1 

12  13  - 

- 

1  H 

12. 


- 

8-14  feet  -j 

20  15. 

10  4 

i 

Moist  silty,  sandy  gravel  and  4 

{ 

15  16.  1 

broken  basalt  cobbles.  Gravel 

- 

GW-GM  ' 

and  cobble  particles  are  -i 

B-1  1 

13  16.  ! 

- 

subangular  to  angular  and  have  -j 

I  ■ 

1 

1 

- 

1 

fresh  fractures  (indicating  bit  -i 

20  17. 

- 

cut  pieces  from  larger  particles). 4 

“ 

One  4-in.  particle. 

1 

! 

19  16.5 

- 

— 

- 

1 

i 

17  16.  1 

15  - 

14  -  19  feet 

1 

! 

20  17.  ! 

1 

- 

Moist  silty,  .andy  gravel  and 

30  18.  I 

- 

GW-GM 

broken  basalt  cobbles.  Gravel  ^ 

B-2  1 

1 

- 

and  cobble  particles  are  mostly 

26  17.5 

- 

subangular  to  angular  and  have 

i 

- 

fresh  fractures.  Similiar  to  ^ 

j  15  15. 

- 

8-14  ft  interval  but  with  some 

- 

occasional  subrounded  gravel 

I  17  16. 

- 

particles. 

1 

20  -! 

^W-GM  1 

- 

B-3 

1  i5  14. 

Project 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 

No. 

e  N  BP 

(psig) 

Remarks 

1 

i 

1 

19-25  feet  Poor  recovery 

26  16. 

Driving  cobble? 

1 

i 

-1 

!  19-28  feet  -I 

17  16. 

- 

- 

- 

Silt,  sandy  gravel  and  broken 

20  16. 

- 

basalt  particles.  Gravel  and 

4970 

GW-GM 

cobble  particles  are  generally 

B-3 

27  17.5 

- 

subangular  to  angular  with 

25  - 

occasional  subrounded  particles. 

23  16.5 

1 

4 

;  Similiar  to  14-19  ft  interval 

1 

- 

j  but  with  some  lenses  of  sandy 

29  17.5 

! 

- 

silt.  At  28  ft,  some  particles 

j 

4 

are  wet . 

37  19. 

- 

- 

37  19. 

- 

28  -  36  feet 

35  30. 

30  - 

1  Fair  recovery.  Mostly  subangular  - 

30  17.5 

- 

to  angular  gravel  and  broken 

I 

- 

basalt  particles  with  a  slight 

25  20.5 

- 

amount  of  sand  with  few  fines. 

- 

GW-GP 

- 

B-4 

56  21  . 

i 

1 

H 

46  20.5 

i 

1 

^  4960 

- 

56  21.5 

i 

( 

i  ~ 

- 

55  22  . 

i 

- 

36  -  39  feet  4 

j 

I  -1 

k - - 

-! - 

45  21.5 

j 

i 

Subangular  to  angular  broken 

1 

1  basalt  cobbles  mixed  together 

46  23.5 

i 

GM-GW 

with  sandy  silt,  (transition 

B-5 

! 

between  materials?) 

65  23.5 

- 

39  20. 

39  -  48  feet 

40  ^ 

- 

31  20. 

- 

[  Moist  sandy  silt  with  occasional 

- 

small  gravel  together  with  1/8  in.- 

31  20. 

- 

diameter  roots  and  wood  fragments.- 

- 

ML 

Becomes  saturated  at  44  feet. 

B-6 

30  19.5 

- 

- 

30  19. 

4950 

- 

26  18.5 

45  - 

- 

24  18. 

Project 
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Project  _ 


Elev  Depth 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Hole  No.  BOC  86-7  Page 


,  ■  c-  j  Sample  N„  BP 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description  B,  , 

*  No.  Cpsig) 


Remarks 


I  I 

1  ! 

-j  SW-GW  i 

4  SM-GM  i 


-j  GW-GP 

1 


71  -  75  feet 

High  water  content  recovery 
(soupy  mix)  of  subrounded 
gravelly  and  cobblely  sand  with 
some  silt  fines 

75  -  78  feet 

Wet  (no  soupy  mix)  subrounded 
gravel  and  cobbles  with  slight 
amount  of  sand  and  silt. 


78  -  88  feet 

Wet  subrounded  gravel  and  cobbles 
together  with  relatively  clean 
sand.  Relatively  small  amount  of 
fines.  Similiar  to  75-78  ft 
interval . 


- -  35  22.5 

I 

-1 

-  58  21.5 

^  I 

-  B-9  ;  60  22. 

75  23  . 

J 

-t  ‘ 

- 1  95  23.5 

-i  1  84  23. 

-  B-10( 

75  23  . 

. -  60  21.5 

40  20 . 

1  40  21.5 

85  22.5 

;  80  23.5 


88  -  95  feet 

Wet  sandy  gravel  and  cobbles. 
Gravel  and  cobble  particles  are 
mostly  subrounded.  Similiar  to 
75-88  ft  intervals  but  with 
more  sand . 


88 

24. 

93 

24. 

1 

120 

24.5 

119 

24. 

110 

24. 

115 

24.5 

103 

23.5 

95 

23. 

87 

23. 

73 

23. 

100 

23.5 

104 

23. 

90 

23.5 

Project 
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Stopped  driving  at  2:45  p.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  3:45  p.m.  on  9/25/86. 

Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 


Samples : 


Samole  I.D. 


>th  Interval  ( feet ) 


B 

- 

I 

8 

- 

14 

B 

- 

2 

14 

- 

19 

B 

- 

3 

36 

- 

43 

B 

- 

4 

28 

- 

36 

B 

- 

5 

36 

- 

39 

B 

- 

6 

39 

- 

48 

B 

- 

7 

49 

- 

56 

B 

- 

8 

58 

- 

68 

B 

- 

9 

71 

- 

75 

B 

- 

10 

75 

- 

78 

B 

- 

11 

78 

- 

88 

B 

- 

12 

95 

- 

98 

Hole  backfilled  :  .novelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  ot  hole  up  to  the 
sur race  . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


i 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-8 
Surf.  Elev.  4994  £c. 
Max.  Depth  90.  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/23-25/36 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 
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Elev  Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

( ft )  (  ft )  * 


Remarks 


No. 


(paig) 


1 


Stopped  driving) 
92  20.  at  22  ft  at  j 

5:30  p.m.  on  j 
.05  20.5  9/23/86  due  to  I 

erratic  BP  gaga 

- j 

Started  driving 
at  8:42  a.m.  j 
on  9/25/86  wittj 
new  5?  gage  ant^ 
hose  I 


-  20.5 


53  20,5 


43  19.5 


35  19.5 


35  19. 5i 


38 

19. 

38 

17. 

24 

14.5 

13 

15  . 

17 

16. 

26  14.5 i 

14  14.5! 


11 

15  . 

17 

15 . 

15 

14. 

14 

15  . 

9 

15. 

13 

14.5 

14 

15.5 

14 

15  . 

14 

15.5 

16 

16.5 

24 

17.5 

Project 
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Elev  Depth  ,  r-  ij  /'i«  j  I^  -•  Sample  N_  BP  Remarks 

r  i:  \  ,c  \  Log  Field  Classification  and  Description  .  B,  .  , 

(,  ft ;  ( tt ;  No.  (psig) 


- 

- 

- 1 

- 

J 

31  17.5' 

- 

- 

- 

28  17. 

•« 

i 

-* 

- 

24  14.5: 

- 

19  13. 

50  - 

- 

15  15.5 

- 

- 

“ 

- 

16  16.5 

- 

- 

- 

19  17.  • 

1 

' 

H 

21  17.5! 

• 

-1 

4940 

i 

25  19. 

1 _ 1  _i 

45  20.5 

- 

J 

62  21  . 

- 

-1 

J 

76  21  . 

80  :i . 

H 

-- 

1 

- 

90  21  . 

-1 

- 

60  " 

- 

116  21.5 

1 

- 

“ 

- 

143  22.5 

1 

208  22.5 

- 

- 

- 

460  23. 

, 

4930 

- 

1 

780  22. 

T 

vO 

- 

600  23.5 

- 

- 

350  20.5! 

““ 

- 

280  24.  , 

- 

1 

1 

- 

184  22. 5 1 
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Elev  Depth 
I  (ft)  (ft) 


Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample 
No . 


Remarks 


(psig) 


Stopped  driving  at  H;13  a.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  11:45  a.m.  on  9/25/86 

Weather:  Clear  with  high  clouds  on  9/23/86,  cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature 

range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F- 


Samples:  No  samples  recovered 


Project 
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Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


Redrive 


Depth 

(ft) 

BP 

(paig) 

87 

4/  6  in 

.  14. 

88 

7 

16. 

89 

7 

16. 

90 

100/11  in 

.  22. 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-8 
Surf.  Elev.  4994  ft. 
Max.  Depth  104.3  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _ Date  Drilled  9/25-26/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water  ft.~ 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 

No. 

e  N  BP  Remarks  i 

(psig)  ! 

1 

1 

Started  drivingj 

-1 

- 

15  15. 

at  4: 15  p.m.  . 

- 

- 

on  9/25/86  i 

*1 

' 

18  14.  I  ' 

0-8  feet 

i 

-| 

17  13. 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with 

4990  H 

GW  broken  cobble  pieces.  Most 

45  18.5 

- 

1  gravel  and  cobble  particles 

!  5  - 

1  are  subangular  co  angular  in 

20  15.5 

j 

1  -1 

shape  -  small  fines  content. 

i 

. 

44  18.5 

■ 

- 

42  17.5 

- 

29  16.5 

- 

H 

- 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with 

22  15. 5j 

GW  broken  cobble  pieces.  Most 

i 

10  - 

gravel  and  cobble  particles  -< 

37  18.5,  i 

- 

are  subangular  co  angular  in 

f- - -  shape  -  small  fines  content. 

56  18.5 

- 

Similiar  to  0-8  ft  interval. 

- 

1 

35  17.5 

j 

11-16  feet 

1 

- 

1 

28  15.5 

1  - 

GP?  Poor  recovery  -  just  recently 

1  4980 

broken  cobble  fragments. 

25  16. 

15  - 

'  ] 

18  14.5 

16  -  18  feet 

13  12.5 

! 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with  - 

- 

GW  broken  cobble  pieces.  Most  gravel- 

B-1 

17  14.5 

- 

and  cobble  particles  are 

. 

- -  submnguljir  co  angular  in  shape  - 

— H 

49  18. 

- 

small  fines  concent.  ^ 

-  1 

38  19. 

- 

1  1 

20  - 

_ ^ _ : 

30  18. 

Project 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks 

' 

] 

18  -  24  feet 

1 

1 

1 

34  17. 5j 

i 

No  recovery 

35  18. 5  i 

1  i 

- 

i Stopped  drivlna 

- 

30  19. 

at  5:30  p.m. 

1 

- 

on  9/25/86 

_ _ 

/u 

Removed  entire  , 

25  1 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with 

30  17.5 

casing  from 

- 

broken  cobble  fragments.  Gravel 

hole  to  remove  i 

- 

GW 

particles  are  generally  subangular- 

B-2 

28  17.5 

cobbles  and 

i  - 

to  angular  in  shape. 

sand  blocking  | 

- 

29  17.5 

bit  and  inner 

- 

- 

")/.  17 

casing. 

28  -  32  feet 

Started  driving 

- 

- 

25  17. 

at  24  ft  at 

- 

Slightly  moist  sandy  gravel  with 

8:30  a.m.  on 

30  H 

GW 

broken  cobble  fragments.  Gravel 

29  18. 

9/26/86. 

- 

particles  are  generally  subangular- 

1 

- 

to  angular  in  shape. 

56  19.5 

- 

h . i 

- 

35  18.5 

i 

i 

1 

- 

32  -  38  feet 

29  18 . 

1 

-.960 

Slightly  moist  sandy  silc/silcy  -i 

39  19. 

sand  with  some  gravel  and  cobble 

i 

1  35  - 

ML-SM 

particles  together  with  occasional- 

B-3 

25  17. 

1 

small  1/8  in.  wood  fibers. 

1 

- 

'  23  16.5 

- 

i 

- 

- 

;  14  16. 

- 

- 

16  15. 

- 

38  -  46  feet 

- 

- 

16  15.5 

- 

Wet  (saturated?)  sandy  silty  / 

40  - 

silty  sand.  Similiar  to  32-38  ft  - 

11  14.5 

i 

1 

- 

interval  but  with  fewer  gravel 

1 

- 

and  cobble  particles.  Maximum 

13  15. 

i 

- 

particle  size  is  about  3/4  in. 

! 

' 

- 

with  on€  wood  (root?)  fragment  -j 

12  15.5 

I 

- 

ML-SM 

approximately  3/4  in.  in  diameter  - 

B-4 

1 

- 

and  about  3  in.  long. 

13  15. 

1 

4950 

1  15  15.5 

I 

45  - 

16  16.5 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Elev  Depth  , 
I  (ft)  (ft) 


Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample 

No. 


N  BP 
(psig) 


Remarks 


- 1 

ML-SM 

- 

B-4 

- 

24  16. 

46  -  52  feet 

- 

33  17.5 

- 

Wet  sandy  gravel.  Maximum 

1 

- 

particle  size  about  1-1/2  in. 

45  19.5 

- 

Particle  shapes  subrounded  to 

- 

GW 

a:.gular. 

B-5 

40  18.5 

50  - 

- 

26  17. 

- 

21  16.5 

- 

- 

_ 

19  16.5 

-] 

i  52-58  feet 

- 

- 

27  16.5 

- 

j  Wet,  sandy  gravel.  Particle 

4940 

shapes  are  subrounded  to  angular.  - 

55  19. 

- 

Similiar  to  46-52  ft  interval 

55  - 

GW 

but  with  more  sand  and  wicb 

B-6 

65  20. 

- 

{  rounded  cobble  fragments  Co  4  in*  - 

66  19.5 

j 

1 

65  19.5 

1 

■ 

60  19.5 

1  ^ 

- 

58  -  64  feet 

53  19. 

-1 

- 

60  - 

Wet  sandy  gravel.  Similiar  to  - 

44  18.5 

- 

52-58  ft  interval  but  with 

- 

GW-GM 

lenses  of  sandy  silt/silty  sand. 

B-7 

47  18.5 

- 

Particles  are  generally 

i 

subrounded  to  subangular. 

68  20. 

1 

- 

95  21  . 

^  4930 

j 

— 

- 

133  22. 

;  65  - 

64  -  70  feet  -i 

140  21.5 

- 

1 

Wet,  sandy  gravel  with  lenses  of 

240  22 . 

- 

sandy  silt/silty  sand.  Particles  - 

- 

arc  generally  subrounded  to  -< 

200  22. 

1 

GW-GM 

subangular.  Similiar  to  58-64  ft  - 

B-8 

1 

1 

interval. 

170  21.5 

1 

<  » 

i  J 

- 

130  22. 

o 

1 _ . 

1 

80  22. 
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Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP 

No.  (psig) 

Remarks  { 

1 

- 

GP 

70-71  feet 

B-9 

- 

Lense  of  subrounded  1-1/2  in. 

— 

95  21.5 

1 

- 

gravel  with  some  sand. 

■ 

H 

- 

170  22.5 

- 

71-75  feet 

- 

117  22. 

i 

Very  small  recovery.  i 

1 

1 

1  4920 

1 

80  20. 

75  -  78  feet 

30  16.5 

. 

Sandy,  silty  gravel.  Gravel  -■ 

30  16. 

' 

. 

■ 

- 

GM-GW 

particles  are  subrounded  and 

B-10 

* 

range  up  to  3  inches.  ^ 

15  15.5 

p  1 

:  - 

H 

78  -  84  feet  -■ 

11  16.3 

80  - 

Wet,  sandy,  clayey  silt  with 

8  16.5 

1 

occasional  rounded  gravel  and 

MH-GC 

cobble  particles  (3-in.  max.). 

■ 

B-11 

10  16 . 

1 

8  16. 

1 

25  20  . 

i 

1 

.a  <  1^  — 

, 

‘ 

1 

— 

22  .9 . 

I  84  -  88  feet 

85  - 

- 

14  17.5 

- 

Wet,  sandy,  clayey  silt  with 

J 

MH 

trace  of  fine  (pea)  gravel. 

B-121  12  17. 

' 

1 

At  88  ft  ,  free  water  found  in 

10  17.5 

- 

casing  after  adding  new  casing  - 

— 

segoient. 

11  17. 

■ 

- 

1 

28  19. 

' 

1  -I 

88  -  98  feet  ^ 

i  90  H 

-1 

63  20. 

;  1 

Sandy  clay  with  broken  rounded  - 

'  ^ 

black  basalt  gravel  and  broken 

73  20.5 

'' 

cobble  particles.  Weathered  rock?- 

- 

CL-GC 

B-13 

37  18. 

- 

J 

29  18.5  1 

i  4900 

i 

“  n-  i 

95  - 

- 

22  17.5 

_ 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-8  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sampl 

No. 

e  Ng  BP 
(psig) 

1 

Remarks  ' 

1 

: 

: 

18  17. 5i 

- 

CXi  “GC  1  “ 

B-13 

- 

■ 

14  17.5 

1 

- 

IS  17 

98  -  104  feet 

20  18. 

J 

i 

100  ^ 

High  water  content  recovery 

23  18. 

- 

(soupy  mix). 

- 

- 

34  17.5 

- 

CL-GC  1  Sandy  clay  with  broken  rounded 

B-14 

t 

black  basalt  gravel  and  cobble 

36  17.5 

particles.  Weathered  rock? 

- 

- 

29  17.5 

1  H  ^ 

4890 

H 

52  19. 

Hi  1 

105  - 

i 

1100+  21.5 

1100/4  in. 

Stopped  driving  at  11:04  a.m.  -  Casing  withdrawn  by  11:45  a.m.  on  9/26/86. 

Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 

Samples : 

Sample  I.D. _ Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B 

- 

1 

16 

- 

18 

B 

- 

2 

24 

- 

28 

B 

- 

3 

32 

- 

38 

B 

- 

4 

38 

- 

46 

B 

- 

5 

46 

- 

52 

B 

- 

6 

52 

- 

58 

B 

- 

7 

58 

- 

64 

B 

- 

8 

64 

- 

70 

B 

- 

9 

70 

- 

71 

B 

- 

10 

75 

- 

78 

B 

- 

11 

78 

- 

84 

B 

- 

12 

84 

- 

88 

B 

- 

13 

88 

- 

98 

B 

- 

14 

98 

- 

104 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface . 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


P 


Hole  No.  BCvl  86-9 
Sort.  Elev.  5003  fc. 


Project  _ 

Feature  _ 

Location  _ 

Driller  Ken  Arnold 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Foundation  Exploration 


Max.  Depth  69. 
Date  Drilled  9/26/86 
Attitude 


tt . 


Vertical 


ftirie  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm 


Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 


Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water_ 


rt . 


Pro j  ec  c 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-9  Page 


2/  i 


Elev 

(to 


Depth 
( tc ) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description  3P 

No.  (psLg) 


Remarks 


4980 


25  H 


-( 

30  -i 


.970 


35  - 


40  -I 

-i 


4960 


45 


-I 

i 


23 

17. 5j 

t 

26 

17. 

56 

- 

148 

23. 

115 

22.5 

94 

21  . 

95 

20.5 

100 

20.5 

1 

i  81 

21  . 

113 

21 

'  178 

23. 

178 

23. 

110 

21  . 

105 

21. 

108 

21  . 

130 

21  . 

112 

21  . 

76 

1 

20. 

56 

1 

19.5 

66 

20.5 

57 

iO . 

69 

20. 

59 

20. 

63 

20. 

79 

20.5 

Pro j  ec  c 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-9  Page 


3/ 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 


Log  Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample 

No. 


i  3P 
(psig) 


Remarks 


Stopped  driving  at  3:00  p.a 


Casing  withdrawn  by  3:25  p.m.  on  9/26/86 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


4/ 


Project 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-9  Page 


Weather:  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers.  Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 

Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  coooles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface  . 


1 


BECKER  DRILL  LOG 

Hole  No.  BOC  86-9 


Surf.  Elev.  5003 

ft. 

Max.  Depth  68. 

f  c . 

Pro jec  t 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Date  Drilled  9^27/86 

Feature 

Foundation  Exploration 

Attitude  Vertical 

Locat ion 

Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Berm 

Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Dri  Her 

Ken  Arnold  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No. 

57)  Depth  Co  water 

ft . 

6-5/8  "  O.D.  Open  8-tooch  Crowd-ouC  Bit  -  Sampling  with  reverse  air  circulation 


r 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Hole  No.  BOC  86-9  Page  2/  U 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  (ft) 

Log 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N  BP  Remarks 

No.  (psig) 

- 

i  50  20.5 

t 

- 

- 

i 

j  40  18 . 5 

f 

1 

4980 

- 

37  18. 

- 

GW-GM 

- 

60  20 . 

1 

1 

25  - 

- 

58  20.5 

Stopped  drivina 

-1 

- 

at  12:40  p.m. 

1 

1 

- 

53  20  . 

because  of  | 

- 

fracture  which  | 

i 

60  20. 

developed  in  1 

1 

1 

drive  frame 

1 

70  21.5 

1  ^ 

■ 

Resumed  driving 

i 

1 

45  20.5 

at  1:30  p.m  on 

-1 

4 

on  9/27/86 

!  30  - 

30  -  37  feet  4 

25  18.5 

after  replacing 

i 

"1 

with  spare  j 

j 

Moist,  silty,  sandy  gravel  and  - 

35  19.5 

drive  frame 

I 

broken  cobble  fragments.  Gravel 

1 

1 

and  cobble  particles  are 

45  18.5 

! 

1  ■: 

subangular  to  angular  and  many 

O 

appear  to  have  been  freshly 

29  18. 

' 

) 

GW-GM 

broken  by  the  bit  from  larger 

B-2 

- 

pa  rticles. 

45  19 . 

'  35  - 

- 

56  20.5 

- 

- 

70  20.5 

! 

40  19 . 

- 

J - 

- 

32  18. 

! 

J 

- 

' 

4 

f 

38  -  44  feet 

40  19. 

1 

' 

> 

1  1 

Moist,  sandy  gravel  and  broken 

39  13. 

1 

!  1 

cobble  fragments.  Small  fines 

j  H  GW 

content.  Gravel  and  cobble 

43  18. 

1 

\ 

fragments  are  subangular  to 

J  4 

angular  and  many  appear  to  have 

B-3 

42  17.5 

j  I 

1  ^ 

been  freshly  broken  from  larger 

1  4960  -i 

particles. 

33  19.5 

i 

t 

- 

1 

— 

• 

42  14. 

i 

45 

GW 

60  17. 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 
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Project 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-9  Page 


'  E  le V 

1  (ft) 

Depth  , 

(ft) 

Field  Classification  and  Description 

Sample  N 
No.  ® 

- 1 

BP  Remarks  1 

(psig)  1 

- 

44  -  49  feet 

1 

-i 

Moist,  sandy  gravel  with  cobble 

-1 

58 

19.5 

1 

fragments.  Small  fines  content. 

- 

1 

-  GW 

Gravel  and  cobble  particles  are 

1 

83 

20.5 

! 

- 

, 

generally  subangular  to  angular 

i 

-• 

and  many  indicate  freshly  broken 

-j 

63 

20.5 

surfaces . 

- 

j 

-i - 

49  -  50  feet  gradational  change 

- 

56 

20. 

-1  GW-GM 

with  silt,  sand,  and  both 

- 

50 

-> - 

subangular  and  subrounded  gravel 

- 

— 

43 

19. 

- 

part  ides  . 

- 

- 

22 

17. 

50  -  55  feet 

i 

- 

17 

13.5 

; 

-  GW-GM 

Silty,  sandy  gravel.  Gravel 

- 

B-4 

4950 

-* 

particles  are  subrounded  with 

- 

27 

17. 

maximum  particle  size  about 

- 

J 

J 

2  inches. 

- 

20 

15  . 

i 

i 

1 

55 

55  -  58  feet 

] _ 

15 

16. 

i 

1 

« 

6 

Sandy  silt  with  occasional  gravel 

- 

10 

16. 

-i  ML 

particles  and  small  bits  of  wood 

- 

B-5 

' 

J 

or  roots  .  Very  moist  to 

- 

13 

16 .5 

- 

saturated . 

1 

— 

15 

15.5 

- 

58  -  62  feet 

- 

- 

- 

19 

17.5! 

- 

Sandy  silt  with  occasional  gravel 

- 

■50 

-  ML 

particles  and  small  bits  of  wood 

- 

B-6 

21 

19.  1 

- 

or  roots.  Very  moist  to 

- 

- 

saturated.  Similiar  to  55-58  ft 

- 

40 

17.51 

- 

interval . 

- 

— - 

i - 

15 

16 .5 

-! 

62  -  66  feet 

1  4940 

1 

- 

10 

16 .5 

I 

-f 

Gradational  change  between  sandy 

- 

-^,GC, 

silt  to  gravelly,  sandy  silt  to 

- 

12 

18.5 

^  CL 

sandy  clayey  rounded  gravel  to 

- 

65 

u 

sandy,  silty  clay  with  basalt 

- 

16 

18.5 

fragiaents . 

- 

-I - 

66  -  68  feet 

r— - 

20 

18. 

-I 

Sandy,  silty,  clayey  gravel  with 

- 

-! 

broken  subangular  to  angular 

- 

45 

21  . 

' 

4  GC 

black  basalt  particles  and 

B-7 

1 

68 

Mbedrocki?  basalt  shavings.  (Waathered 

230 

22.5 

J _ 

bedrock? ) 

- 

Stopped  driving  at  2:25  p.m.  -  Caaing  withdrawn  by  3:45  p.m.  on  9/27/86. 
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Project 

Weather;  Cloudy  with  occasional  showers. 


Hole  No.  BOC  86-9  Page 

Temperature  range  about  40  -  60  degrees  F. 


Samples : 


Sample  I.D. _ Depth  Interval  (feet) 


B  - 

1 

8 

-  16 

B  - 

2 

30 

-  37 

B  - 

3 

40 

-  44 

B  - 

4 

50 

-  55 

B  - 

5 

55 

-  58 

B  - 

6 

58 

-  62 

B  - 

7 

66 

-  68 

Hole  backfilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  of  hole  up  to  the 
surface  . 


Appendix  B 


Corrected  Bounce  Pressure  Versus  Becicer  BlowcounC 
Oats  Measured  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 


I 


BECKER  BLOWCOUNT,  Nb 


>  -  -  .  -  -  .  1  1  1  :  i  i  - -  — - - — 

2  4  6  8  JO  '2  i6  f8  20  22  2^  ^6 

BOUNCE  CHAMBER  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sLlpsiql 


Figure  Bl.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 


Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  section  H 


BECKER  BLOWCOUNT, 


I  i  I  !  !  I  i  i  ! 


I  ;  I 


i  I  I 


•I  I  ,•/ 


I  I  I  I 


JACKSON  lake  dam 
Treated  Sector  A 


WdS  becker  Explorations 


1  M  ; 


•  BCC-^  ’’ P I  ugged-b  i  c  sounding)! 


I  --  t  ^  ^  ^  ^  1  i  t  1  I  1  i  1  1 

0  2  4  6  a  10  >2  ‘4  I6  i8  20  22  24  26  29 

BOUNCE  CHAMBER  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS.  lBP)sLlpsig) 

Figure  B2.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  Sector  A 


JACKSON  LAKE  D.V1  j 

i 

L'acreatedPadA  i 

I 

I 

1986  Becker  Explorations  i 

.1 

o  BCC-5  iPlugged-bit  sounding)! 
o  BCC-6  iPlugged-bic  soundingli 
O  BCC-7  (Plugged-bit  sounaing)! 


BOUNCE  chamber  pressure  corrected  to  sea  level  conditions,  lBP)sLlPsig) 

Figure  B3.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam  Pad  A 


Appendix  C :  Calculation  Tables  for  Determining  Equivalent  SPT 
blowcounts  from  Becker  data  obtained  at  Jackson  Lake  Dam 
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Appendix  D:  Borehole  logs  for  1986  Becker  Soundings 
Performed  at  Ririe  Dam 


r 


BECKER  DRILL 


LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-1 
Surf.  Elev.  4970  fc. 
Max.  Depth  71  fc. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/17/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Flat  Area _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-IOOO  (No.  57)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8"  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  crowd-out  bit 


no  samples 


ProjecC 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-1  Page 


3/  4 


Elev  Depth  c-  ,  j  ^  i  c-  j  n  •  .  Sample  N  3P  Remarks 

ic  \  ^  1-og  Field  Class  i  ricac  ion  and  Description  B,  , 

(  ft  )  (  ft )  No .  ( ps  ig ) 


142 

24.51 

120 

23. 5I 

84 

22. 

63 

21  .5i 

44 

21.  , 

29 

21  . 

31 

i 

21.  i 

! 

78 

22. 5j 

92 

23.  I 

64 

21 .51 

56 

22. 

45 

21  .5' 

1 

21  . 

1  38 

21  . 

43 

21  .5) 

1 

67 

1 

21  .5j 

62 

21  .  j 

114 

22 .  1  * 

■  *  At  68  ft  , 

192 

22 .  '  *  pu lied  cas in 

1  *  up  4  ft 

i  230 

22.51  *  and  redrove 

1 

!  * 

426 

22.5  * 

* 

774 

22.  **AC  71  ft, 

♦♦pulled  casin 

1440 

22.  **up  3  ft  and 

RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


>4  /  4 


Pro jec  c 


Kole  No.  BCC  86-1  Page 


Elev  Depth 

(ft)  (ft) 

Log  Field  Classif icecion  and  Description  Sample  BP  Remarks  i 

No.  (psig)  j 

- 

1 

**redrove  3  ft . 

71  - 

-  1570  21. 

irit 

-1 

- 

irk 

Stopped  driving  by  1:10  p.m.  on  9/15/86.  Upon  removing  casing,  found  that  casing  had 
broken  approximately  21  feet  down,  just  past  the  joint.  Believe  that  casing  broke  during 
the  hard  driving  between  68  and  71  feet  after  the  first  redriving  interval,  but  before  tnf 
second  redriving  interval.  Drillers  left  approximately  49  feet  of  casing  in  hole  and 
backfilled  upper  portion  of  hole  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  dirt  into  hole  up  to  surface. 


Weather:  Partly  cloudy  with  slight  breeze.  Temperature  range  about  38 


65  degrees  F. 


Samples:  No  samples  recovered. 


Redrive  Interval  No.  1: 


(Depth 

(ft) 

^B 

BP 

(psig) 

65 

8 

15. 

66 

8 

15. 

67 

19 

19.5 

68 

119 

21.  1 

Redrive 

Interval 

No.  2: 

Depth 

(ft) 

% 

BP 

(psig) 

69 

4 

5. 

70 

6 

5. 

71 

4 

10. 

BECKER  DRILL  LOG 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-2 
Surf.  Elev.  4972  ft. 
Max  .  Dept h _ 71  ft. 

Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY _  Date  Drilled  9/17/86 

Feature  Foundation  Exploration _  Attitude  _ Vertical _ 

Location  Ririe  Dam  -  Downstream  Flat  Area _  Logged  by  L.  F.  Harder 

Driller  Ken  Arnold _  Drill  Rig  AP-1000  (No.  37)  Depth  to  water _ ft . 


6-5/8  "  O.D.  Plugged  8-tooth  Crowd-out  Bit  -  No  samples 


Project  _ RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 


Hole  No.  BCC  86-2  Page 


Elev  Depth 
(ft)  {fU 


Field  Classification  and  Description 


Sample 

No. 


N  3P 
(psig) 


Remarks 


RIRIE  DAM  SEISMIC  STABILITY 

Hole  No. 

BCC 

86-2 

Page  -/  4 

1 

Elev  Depch 

(fc) 

Log  Field  Classification  and 

Sample 

Description 

N, 

BP  Remar «s 

®(pa-g) 

-  - - — 1 

-1 

Stopped  driving] 

i 

275 

24.5 

at  3;40  p.m. 

’  m 

i 

1 

on  9/ 17.' 86 

Weather;  Partly  cloudy  with  slight  breeze.  Temperature  range  about  55  -  65  degrees  r 


Samples;  No  samples  recovered. 

Hole  bacKtilled  by  shovelling  cobbles  and  soil  into  upper  portion  ot  hole  up  to  tne 
9ar face  . 


Appendix  E:  Corrected  Bounce  Pressure  Versus  Becker  Blowcount 


Data  Measured  at  Ririe  Dam 


BOUNCE  chamber  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sLlPsig) 


Figure  El.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  1 


BECKER  BLOWCOUNT 


BOUNCE  chamber  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (8P)sL{p$ig) 

Figure  E2 .  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  2 


BOUNCE  chamber  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sL(PSig) 


Figure  E3.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  3 


BOUNCE  CHAMBER  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sL(P»ig) 


Figure  E4.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam —  Drilling  Site  4 


o  BOC  86-3  (Open-bit  sounding) 

•  BCC  86-5  (Plugged-bic  sounding) 


I  L _ -  —I _ I _ I _ I _ I _ I _ 1  1  1  I  I  1 _ L__l _ I _ 

0  2  4  6  a  10  12  14  i6  i8  20  22  24  26 

BOUNCE  chamber  pressure  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sL(Psig) 

Figure  E5.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  5 


BECKER  BLOWCOUNT, 


BOUNCE  chamber  PRESSURE  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)SL(psig) 


Figure  E6.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  6 


BOUNCE  chamber  pressure  corrected  to  sea  level  conditions,  (BP)sL(Psig) 


Figure  E7.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  7 


BOUNCE  chamber  pressure  CORRECTED  TO  SEA  LEVEL  CONDITIONS,  (BP)sL(pjig) 


Figure  E8.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  prissure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Si:e  8 


Figure  E9.  Relationship  between  corrected  bounce  chamber  pressure  and 
Becker  blowcount  measured  at  Ririe  Dam — Drilling  Site  9 


Appendix  F:  Calculation  Tables  For  Determining  Equivalent  SPT 


Blowcounts  from  Becker  Data  Obtained  at  Ririe  Dam 
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siirl;ice  geopliysical  measurunienl s  made  by  WHS 


DEPTH,  FT 


VELOCITY,  FT/SEC 


0  300  800  900  1 2ee  \  500 


Figure  12.  Profile  of  Rayleigh  wave  velocities 
for  lines  V-1  and  V-2 
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Figure  16.  Profile  of  Rayleigh  wave  velocities 
for  lines  V-9  and  V-10 
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Figure  19.  Time-distance  plots  for  surface  refraction  line  no. 
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Figure  in.  Time-distance  plots  for  surface  refraction  line  no. 


INTRODUCTION 


Downhole  and  cross-hole  shear  and  conpress iona  1  wave 
surveys  were  conducted  within  the  downstreaa  enbanknent  and 
foundation  materials  of  Ririe  Dan.  The  dan  is  located 
approxinately  four  niles  southwest  of  Ririe,  Idaho.  Ririe 
dan  is  a  zoned  earthfill  structure  founded  on  alluviun  and 
basalt  bedrock.  The  dan  is  approxinately  180  feet  high  and 
has  a  crest  length  of  approxinately  3,600  feet. 

The  original  downhole  survey  was  completed  to  a  depth 
of  185  feet  and  the  crosshole  survey  was  completed  to  a  depth 
of  135  feet.  The  original  field  work  was  conducted  between 
September  8  and  16,  1986  by  Davenport /Hadley ,  Ltd.  personnel. 
A  second  downhole  survey  was  conpleted  to  a  depth  of  250  feet 
during  work  conducted  December  11  and  12,  1986.  The  data 
were  collected  at  five-foot  depth  intervals  in  order  to 
obtain  shear  and  conpress ional  wave  velocities  for  the 
conputation  of  Poisson’s  ratio  and  for  comparison  with 
drilling  infornation. 


SUMMARY 

The  logs  of  the  two  drill  holes  used  in  the  downhole 
surveys  are  substantially  different  both  in  the  anount  of 
detail  and  in  the  types  of  materials  encountered. 

The  results  of  the  initial  downhole  survey  (DH-260)  and 
the  accompanying  cross-hole  survey  correlate  well  with  each 
other.  However,  the  results  do  not  correlate  particularly 
well  with  the  drill  logs  currently  available.  Both  surveys 
indicate  four  layers  within  the  depth  investigated.  Layer  1 
extends  from  0  to  18  feet  and  exhibits  velocities  typical  of 
near  surface  soil  (or  fill)  materials.  Layer  2  extends  from 
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18  to  about  50  feet  and  exhibits  slightly  higher  velocities 
typical  of  denser  so' 1  (or  fill)  materials.  Layer  3  extends 
from  about  50  to  about  95  feet  and  exhibits  velocities 
typical  of  moderately  dense  to  very  dense  soils.  This  layer 
appears  to  correspond  with  the  alluvium  shown  on  the  drill 
logs.  Layer  4  extends  from  95  to  135  feet  (185  feet  on  the 
downhole  survey)  and  shows  a  distinct  increase  in  both  shear 
and  compress  Iona  I  wave  velocities  ver  Layer  3.  From  95  to 
125  feet,  Layer  4  exhibits  velocities  representative  of 
weathered  and/or  fractured  basalt.  Below  125  feet,  the 
velocities  increase  to  values  more  representative  of  sound 
basalt  bedrock. 

The  results  of  the  second  downhole  survey  (DH-261A) 
correlate  well  with  the  available  drill  log.  This  survey 
indicates  six  different  layers.  Layer  1  extends  from  0  to 
10  feet  and  exhibits  velocities  typical  of  fill  material. 
Layer  2  extends  from  10  to  34  feet  and  exhibits  velocities 
representative  of  the  basalt  rubble.  Layer  3  extends  from  34 
to  60  feet,  and  exhibits  velocities  that  are  considered  to  be 
representative  of  saturated  basalt  rubble.  Layer  4  extends 
from  60  to  132  feet,  and  exhibits  an  increase  in  velocities, 
which  correlates  with  a  basalt  flow.  Layer  5  extends  from 
132  to  212  feet,  and  exhibits  a  decrease  in  velocity  which 
appears  to  correlate  with  the  upper  portion  of  the  tuffaceous 
sediments.  The  deepest  layer  encountered.  Layer  6,  extends 
from  212  to  250  feet  (the  total  depth  of  the  drill  hole),  and 
shows  a  marked  increase  in  velocity,  even  though  the  drill 
log  indicates  undifferentiated  tuffaceous  sediments  through 
the  entire  interval  from  132  to  252  feet. 

Table  I  is  a  summary  of  the  compress ional  wave  velocity 
(Vp),  shear  wave  velocity  (V»)  and  Poisson’s  Ratio  (u)  for 
the  different  site  materials.  The  velocity  ranges  incorpor¬ 
ate  data  from  botn  downhole  surveys  and  the  cross-hole 
survey.  The  material  descriptions  used  in  this  report  are 
those  obtained  from  the  available  drill  logs. 


TABLE  I 

S'-MrtAHY  RESULTS  OF  GEOPHYSICAL  SURVEYS 


Material _ Vp _ Vs _ u 


Fill 

Alluvium 
Basalt  Rubble 
Basalt  Flow 
Tuff.  Seds. 
Rock 


1,600-2,550 

4.400 

2,400-5,000 

8.400 

5,650-10,400 

9,800-12,500 


780-1,100 

1,650-2,000 

1,100-2,200 

2,650 

1.600- 2,480 

3.600- 5 ,500 


0.344-0.386 
0.370-0.418 
0.367-0.380 
0 . 445 

0.456-0.470 

0.380-0.422 


FIELD  PROCEDURE 

The  original  scope  of  work  issaed  by  the  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers  called  for  the  determination  of  compres- 
sional  and  shear  wave  velocities  to  a  depth  of  250  feet  by 
cross-hole  and  downhole  surveying  techniques.  Due  to  diffi¬ 
culties  in  drilling,  the  initial  set  of  three  drill  holes 
could  only  be  completed  to  total  depths  of  216  feet  in  one 
hole  (DH-260)  and  136  feet  and  137  feet  for  the  remaining 
two  holes.  The  three  original  boreholes  were  located 
approximately  20  feet  downstream  of  the  road  on  the  toe  berm 
as  shown  on  Figure  1.  The  holes  were  approximately  12  feet 
apart  at  the  surface  and  had  been  cased  with  4-inch  diameter 
PVC  pipe.  The  annular  space  was  grouted  to  obtain  good 
contact  between  the  casing  and  the  surrounding  material.  The 
Corps’  technical  representative  (Mr.  David  Sykora)  determined 
that  downhole  surveying  would  be  done  to  a  depth  of  185  feet 
in  the  deep  hole  (DH-260)  and  cross-hole  surveying  would  be 
performed  to  a  depth  of  135  feet.  It  was  also  determined  at 
that  time  to  amend  the  program  to  include  the  drilling  of  a 
fourth  hole  to  a  depth  of  250  feet  in  order  to  conduct  a 
downhole  survey  to  the  original  specified  depth  (250  feet). 
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After  the  initial  cross-hole  and  downhole  surveying  was 
completel  in  September,  another  drill  hole  was  completed  to  a 
depth  of  252  feet  in  early  December.  This  drill  hole  is 
approximately  150  feet  south-southwest  of  the  drill  holes 
used  for  the  original  cross-hole  and  downhole  surveying. 
This  new  drill  hole  was  marked  as  DH-261  in  the  field  and  on 
the  driller’s  log  forwarded  to  Davenport /Hadley .  However, 
one  of  the  drill  holes  used  in  the  cross-hole  surveying  had 
also  been  designated  DH-261,  therefore  the  new  drill  hole 
with  a  TD  of  252  feet)  has  hereafter  been  designated  as  DH 
6 1 A . 

ASTM-4428  (Standard  Test  Methods  for  Crosshole  Seismic 
Testing)  was  used  as  a  guide  for  conducting  the  cross-hole 
survey.  An  ABEM  Terraloc  24-channel,  signal  enhancement 
seismograph  was  used  to  record  all  the  data.  Both  printed 
records  and  digital  cassette  tapes  were  obtained  for  th** 
original  downhole  and  cross-hole  survey.  Printed  records 
only  were  obtained  for  the  downhole  survey  performed  in  DH 
261A. 

Downhole  Survey 

For  the  downhole  testing,  a  GeoSpace  HS-J-LP3D  three 
component,  triaxial  geophone  was  lowered  into  the  drill  hole 
to  the  desired  recording  depth.  To  produce  shear  wave 
energy,  a  sledgehammer  was  impacted  horizontally  on  the  end 
of  a  timber  kept  in  contact  with  the  ground  by  the  weight  of 
a  vehicle.  Opposite  ends  of  the  timber  were  impacted  to 
produce  a  reversal  in  the  shear  wave  energy  (and  in  the 
resulting  shear  wave  arrivals  on  the  records).  The  horizon¬ 
tal  elements  in  the  geophone  were  used  to  record  the  shear 
wave  arrivals.  To  produce  compress ional  wave  energy,  the 
sledgehammer  was  impacted  vertically  on  a  steel  plate  located 
the  same  distance  from  the  borehole  as  the  timber.  The 
vertical  element  in  the  triaxial  geophone  was  used  to  record 
the  compressional  wave  arrivals.  An  example  of  a  downhole 
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record  is  shown  on  Figure  2. 

The  driller’s  log  of  DH  261A  indicated  that  an  excess¬ 
ive  amount  of  grout  was  used  between  the  ground  surface  and 
55  feet  depth  in  the  hole.  In  order  to  investigate  the 
possible  effects  of  the  grouted  area  on  the  downhole  survey, 
compress ional  wave  data  was  recorded  at  25  foot  intervals  in 
the  drill  hole,  using  a  long  source-to-ho le  collar  offset. 
The  resulting  data  is  consistent  with  the  compress ional  wave 
data  recorded  from  the  close  source-to-hole  collar  interval 
used  in  both  the  original  and  subsequent  downhole  survey. 
This  indicates  that  the  grout  zone  had  little  effect  on  the 
compressional  and  shear  wave  velocities  between  the  depths  of 
55  and  250  feet. 

Cross-Hole  Survey 

The  cross-hole  survey  was  conducted  by  lowering  a 
GeoSpace  HS-J-LP3D  triaxial  geophone  into  each  of  the  two 
receiver  holes  (Boreholes  261  and  262)  to  the  testing  depth. 
Both  geophones  were  secured  at  this  depth  by  inflating  a 
rubber  packer  which  locked  each  geophone  to  the  side  of  the 
borehole.  A  Bison  Model  1465  downhole  shear  wave  hammer  was 
lowered  into  the  source  hole  (Borehole  260)  to  the  same  depth 
as  the  recording  geophones  and  locked  into  the  borehole  by  a 
hydraulically  operated  shoe.  A  vertical  slide  weight 
attached  to  the  downhole  shear  wave  hammer  was  used  to 
produce  vertically  polarized  shear  wave  energy.  The  impact 
direction  of  the  slide  weight  was  reversed  in  order  to  obtain 
a  reversal  in  the  shear  wave  arrivals  on  the  records  to  aid 
in  the  identification  of  the  shear  wave.  Due  to  the  impact 
direction  of  the  slide  weight  (up  and  down),  the  vertical 
elements  in  each  receiver  geophone  were  used  to  record  the 
shear  wave  energy,  and  the  horizontal  elements  were  used  to 
record  the  compressional  wave  energy.  Examples  of  the 
cross-hole  records  are  shown  on  Figures  5  (for  soil)  and  6 
(for  rock).  Typically,  compressional  wave  energy  generated 
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by  the  shear  wave  hanner  .s  very  weak.  At  a  depth  of  25  feet 
in  DH-260,  the  casing  was  compressed  to  the  point  that  the 
slide  weight  on  the  downhole  hammer  would  not  function 
properly.  For  this  reason,  no  data  was  recorded  at  this 
depth. 

A  drift  survey  was  conducted  by  Nuclear  Logging, 
Inc.  of  Denver  to  determine  the  true  distance  between  the 
boreholes  at  ten-foot  depth  intervals.  Straight  line 
distances  between  the  five-foot  intervals  were  interpolated. 
Dividing  these  true  distances  by  the  corresponding  arrival 
times  yields  shear  and  compress ional  wave  velocities  for  each 
depth  interval. 


INTERPRETATION 


Downhole  Surveys 

In  the  downhole  surveys,  the  compress ional  wave 

arrivals  were  recorded  on  the  vertical  element  of  the 

geophone,  and  the  shear  wave  arrivals  were  recorded  on  the 
horizontal  elements  of  the  geophone.  The  arrival  times  for 
each  wave  type  were  picked  based  on  wave  character,  amplitude 
and  frequency  content.  Since  the  impact  point  on  the  surface 
is  located  a  short  distance  away  from  the  collar  of  the  drill 
hole,  the  near-surface  arrival  times  must  be  corrected  to 
vertical  times  using  simple  geometric  corrections.  The 

corrected  times  are  -plotted  versus  the  geophone  depth  to 

produce  a  time-distance  graph  (Figures  3  and  4).  The  slopes 
of  the  various  line  segments  represent  the  shear  and  compres- 
sional  wave  velocities,  and  the  breaks  in  slope  indicate 
layer  boundaries.  Poisson’s  ratio  has  been  calculated  for 
each  layer  using  the  following  formula: 

u  =  (l-2R2)/(2-2R*) 
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where  u  =  Poisson’s  ratio 

R  =  velocity  ratio  V./Vp 

Vp  =  compress ional  wave  velocity 

V»  =  shear  wave  velocity 


Cross-Hole  Survey 

The  cross-hole  survey  records  the  shear  wave  arrivals 
on  the  vertical  elements  and  the  compress ional  wave  arrivals 
on  the  horizontal  elements  of  the  borehole  geophones.  The 
arrivals  are  assumed  to  be  for  direct,  horizontal  paths 
between,  the  source  hole  and  the  two  receiver  holes.  By 
having  two  receiver  holes,  three  values  of  shear  and  com- 
pressional  wave  velocity  can  be  computed  at  each  depth 
(source  to  Receiver  Hole  1,  source  to  Receiver  Hole  2  and 
Receiver  Hole  1  to  Receiver  Hole  2).  The  three  values 
provide  a  system  of  checks  to  increase  confidence  in  the  data 
and  to  check  for  refracted  arrivals. 

Sources  of  Error 

Variations  in  the  computed  velocities  arise  from  many 
sources.  The  largest  error  usually  occurs  in  the  inter¬ 
preter’s  judgement  in  selecting  the  proper  arrival  times.  In 
addition  to  this  obvious  source  of  error,  there  are  numerous 
other  errors  associated  with  the  timing  and  system  para¬ 
meters.  Due  to  the  location  of  the  trigger  on  the  downhole 
hammer,  a  time  difference  of  about  0.25  millisecond  results 
between  the  up  and  down  hammer  blows.  The  orientation  and 
response  time  of  the  geophone  elements  in  the  receiver  holes 
can  also  cause  timing  errors.  Because  the  distances  between 
the  source  and  receiver  holes  are  so  small  relative  to  the 
velocities,  the  timing  becomes  extremely  critical.  For 

example,  at  10  feet  away  in  a  material  with  a  velocity  of 
10,000  feet  per  second,  the  travel  time  is  1  millisecond. 
With  a  timing  error  of  +/-  0.25  milliseconds,  the  calculated 
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velocity  could  range  from  8,000  to  10,256  feet  per  second 
(fps).  Thus,  the  calculated  velocities  and  resulting 
Poisson’s  ratios  must  be  used  with  discretion. 


RESULTS 

The  results  of  the  downhole  surveys  are  presented  on 
Figures  3  and  4.  The  results  of  the  cross-hole  surveys  are 
presented  on  Figures  7  through  10.  Since  the  logs  of  the  two 
holes  used  for  the  downhole  surveys  are  so  different,  and 
because  the  results  of  the  two  downhole  surveys  yielded 
different  results,  the  discussion  of  the  results  has  been 
broken  into  two  separate  sections. 


Downhole  Survey  (DH  260) 

The  results  of  the  initial  downhole  survey  are  present¬ 
ed  on  Figure  3  and  on  Table  II  below. 


TABLE  II 


DOWNHOLE  SURVEY  RESULTS  DH-260 


Laver 

Depth 

Vp 

V» 

u 

Material 

1 

0-18 

1,600 

780 

0.344 

Fill 

2 

18-48 

(2,550) 

1,  100 

0.386 

Fill 

3 

48-104 

4,400 

1,650 

0.418 

Al  luvium 

4 

104-185 

9,800 

3,600 

0.422 

Wx.  Rock  & 

Typically,  the  shear  and  compress ional  wave  velocities 
should  change  at  the  same  depth  point.  The  results  of  the 
original  downhole  survey  indicate  four  major  layers  in 
Borehole  260.  Layer  1  occurs  from  the  ground  surface  to  a 
depth  of  18  feet.  Velocities  encountered  in  this  layer  are 
representative  of  near-surface  soils  (fill)  with  moderate 
density  and  low  moisture  content. 
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Layer  2  occurs  between  the  depths  of  18  and  48  feet. 
This  material  is  representative  of  dense  soils  (fill)  with 
moderate  moisture  content.  The  area  between  35  and  55  feet 
exhibits  erratic  values  of  compression  (p)  and  some  erratic 
shear  (s)  values  between  the  depths  of  25  and  35  feet.  It  is 
unknown  what  conditions  could  cause  these  erratic  arrivals. 
However,  repeat  surveys  indicate  that  the  data  is  repeatable. 
The  early  p  arrivals  may  be  due  to  a  perched,  saturated  zone 
which  would  not  significantly  affect  the  shear  wave  velocity. 

Layer  3  occurs  between  the  depths  of  48  and  104  feet. 
This  layer  exhibits  fairly  uniform  p  and  s  velocities  and 
appears  to  correlate  with  the  alluvium  noted  on  the  drill 
logs.  Layer  4  is  defined  by  a  marked  increase  in  both  the 
compress ional  wave  and  shear  wave  velocities  at  a  depth  of  95 
feet.  This  apparently  is  the  soil/bedrock  interface  in 
Borehole  260,  although  the  drill  logs  for  the  adjacent  holes 
show  rock  to  be  much  deeper  (124  to  128  feet).  The  shear 
wave  arrivals  are  often  indistinct,  and  the  shear  wave 
velocity  observed  leads  to  a  rather  high  calculated  value  for 
Poisson’s  ratio.  These  two  factors,  combined  with  the 
moderate  compress ional  wave  velocity  (9,800),  tend  to 
indicate  that  the  bedrock  may  be  fractured  and/or  weathered. 

Downhole  Survey  (DH  261A) 

The  results  of  the  second  downhole  survey  performed  in 
DH  261A  are  presented  on  Figure  4,  and  in  the  following 
table: 
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TABLE  III 

DOWNHOLE  SURVEY  RESULTS  DH  261A 


Laver 

Depth 

Vo 

V, 

u 

Material 

1 

0-10 

1,820 

840 

0.365 

Fill 

2 

10-34 

2,200 

1,250 

0.262 

Basalt  Rubble 

3 

34-60 

5,000 

2,200 

0.380 

Same, Saturated 

4 

60-132 

8,400 

2,650 

0.445 

Basalt  Flow 

5 

132-212 

5,650 

1,600 

0.  -56 

Sediments 

6 

212-250 

10,400 

2,480 

0.470 

Sediments 

The  results  of  the  downhole  survey  indicate  six  layers 
of  differing  compress ional  and  shear  wave  velocity.  Layer  1 
occurs  between  the  ground  surface  and  a  depth  of  10  feet. 
Velocities  encountered  in  this  layer  are  representative  of 
near-surface  soils  (fill)  with  moderate  density  and  low 
moisture  content. 

Layer  2  occurs  between  depths  of  10  and  34  feet. 
The  velocities  encountered  in  this  layer  are  representative 
of  the  unsaturated  basalt  rubble  noted  on  the  drill  hole  log. 
Layer  3  occurs  between  depths  of  34  and  60  feet.  The 
velocities  encountered  are  representative  of  saturated 
materials.  The  water  table  in  DH  261A  was  encountered  at  a 
depth  of  33  feet  during  drilling.  The  materials  between 
depths  of  33  and  53  feet  were  logged  as  basalt  rubble,  wit  ",  a 
gravel  bed  between  38  and  40  feet. 

Layer  4  occurs  between  the  depths  of  60  and  132 
feet.  The  higher  compressional  and  shear  wave  velocities  in 
this  layer  are  representative  of  fairly  dense  material.  The 
material  between  53  and  122  feet  was  logged  as  a  basalt  flow 
with  interbedded  layers  of  clay  and  a  breccia  zone  between  98 
and  104  feet.  Layer  5  occurs  between  depths  of  132  and  2i2 
feet.  This  material  corresponds  to  the  tuffaceous  sediments 
noted  on  the  drill  hole  log  between  122  and  252  feet.  Both 
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the  compress ional  and  shear  wave  velocities  show  a  decrease 
in  this  layer,  indicating  fairly  dense  materials,  but  nit  as 
dense  as  the  overlying  basalt  flow. 

Layer  6  occurs  between  depths  of  212  and  250  feet.  The 
velocities  in  this  layer  show  a  marked  increase  from  those  of 
Layer  5,  although  the  drill  hole  log  still  indicates  the 
material  to  be  tuffaceous  sediments.  In  the  event  that  the 
materials  between  212  and  250  feet  are  tuffaceous  sediments, 
they  are  very  dense. 

Cross-Hole  Survey 

The  cross-hole  survey  results  correlate  reasonably 
well  with  the  downhole  survey  results  from  DH-260.  The 
cross-hole  data  shows  more  detail  at  each  depth,  but  the 
overall  layering  is  less  defined.  The  results  are  presented 
on  Figures  7  through  10  and  on  Table  IV  below.  No  data  was 
obtained  at  a  depth  of  25  feet  because  the  downhole  hammer 
would  not  function  properly  at  that  depth. 

TABLE  IV 

CROSS-HOLE  SURVEY  RESULTS 


Laver 

Depth 

Vp 

(AVERAGE 

V. 

VALUES) 

u 

Material 

1 

0-17 

1,500 

800 

0.301 

Fill 

2 

17-52 

2,000 

1,000 

0.333 

Fill 

3 

52-96 

4,400 

2,000 

0.370 

A1 luvium 

4 

96-135 

9,000 

4,600 

0.323 

Wx.  Rock 

(123-135) 

12,500 

5,500 

0.380 

Rock 

In  general,  it 

appears 

that 

there 

are  four  major 

layers 

Layer 

1  occurs  between  0 

and 

17  feet  and  has 

relatively  low  shear  and  compress  ional  wave  velocities.  This 
layer  probably  consists  of  moderately  dense  fill  material. 
Layer  2  occurs  between  17  and  52  feet  and  exhibits  slightly 
higher  velocities  than  Layer  1.  This  layer  probably  corsists 
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of  somewhat  denser  fill  material. 

The  third  layer  ranges  from  52  to  96  feet  -nd  exhibits 
gradually  increasing  velocities.  The  shear  wave  velocities 
increase  from  about  1,300  fps  to  about  3,000  fps  and  the 
compress ional  wave  velocities  increase  from  about  2,450  fps 
to  about  7,200  fps.  This  layer  probably  represents  moderate¬ 
ly  to  very  dense  alluvium.  It  appears  that  the  material  is 
unsaturated  to  a  depth  of  about  80  feet.  This  is  in  contrast 
with  the  water  level  of  44  feet  reported  in  the  drill  log  of 
Hole  259  provided  to  Davenport/Hadley  (referred  to  as 
Borehole  261  on  Figure  1). 

The  fourth  layer  occurs  from  96  to  135  feet  (total 
depth  of  the  survey)  and  has  a  shear  wave  velocity  on  the 
order  of  4,600  fps  and  a  compress ional  wave  velocity  on  the 
order  of  9,000  fps.  These  velocities  are  much  too  high  for 
fill  or  alluvial  materials  as  logged  in  the  drill  logs.  This 
layer  correlates  well  with  the  downhole  survey  data,  and 
probably  represents  weathered  and/or  fractured  basalt 
bedrock.  A  distinct  frequency  change  was  also  noted  at  a 
depth  of  95  feet  (see  Figures  5  and  6).  At  a  depth  of  ab'  t 
125  feet,  both  the  shear  and  compress ional  wave  velocities 
increase  to  about  5,500  fps  and  12,500+  fps  respectively. 
This  velocity  increase  suggests  better  rock  quality  below 
this  depth. 


J14 


LIST  OF  ILLUSTRATIONS 


FIGURE  1. 

FIGURE  2. 

FIGURE  3. 

FIGURE  4. 

FIGURE  5. 

FIGURE  6, 

FIGURE  7. 

FIGURE  8. 

FIGURE  9. 

FIGURE  10. 


Location  Map 

Example  of  Downhole  Seismic  Record 
Results  of  Downhole  Seismic  Survey  DH-260 
Results  of  Downhole  Seismic  Survey,  DH-261A 
Example  of  Cross-Hole  Seismic  Record  (Soil) 

Example  of  Cross-Hole  Seismic  Record  (Rock) 

Results  of  Cross-Hole  Survey  -  DH-260  to  DH-261 
Results  of  Cross-Hole  Survey  -  DH-260  to  DH-262 
Results  of  Cross-Hole  Survey  -  DH-261  to  DH-262 
Results  of  Cross-Hole  Survey  -  Average  Values 


J15 


TIME  (MILLISECONDS) 


HT  TOP  HORIZONTAL  ELEMENT 

HB  BOTTOM  HORIZONTAL  ELEMENT 

(MOUNTED  AT  RIGHT  ANGLE  TO  TOP  ELEMENT) 

V  VERTICAL  ELEMENT 

I  -  racord  from  loft  komoior  blow  r  -  rocord  from  riGbt  bommor  blow 


COMPRESSION AL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 
SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

V  -  rocord  from  vorticol  bommor  blow 


DH-260  time  (MILLISECONDS) 


o  o  o  o  o  o  o 

cj  ^  >0  CO  o 

DEPTH  (FEET) 

FILL  C  ALLUVIUM  ^  ROCK 


•  COMPRESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL  *  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 


VELOCITIES  -  FEET  PER  SECOND 


I40H 


-I - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1 - 1  I 

oooooooo 

«000<M^<0000 

—  _  —  _  _  pj 

DEPTH  (FEET) 

ALLUVIUM  ^  ROCK 


_ RIRIE  DAM _ 

RESULTS  OF 

DOWNHOLE  SEISMIC 
SURVEY  DH-260 

davenport /had  lay 

January  1987 


L  +  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

NO 


FIGURE  3 


TtUE  (MILLISECONDS) 


O 


•  COMPRESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 
VELOCITIES  -  FEET  PER  SECOND 


+  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 


^  .  <0 


5650. _ .-«S' 

..-«3 — " 


/0,J^ _ ^ 


■RB£DD£D  BASALT  FLOWS 


TUFFAC£0US  S£Dlkl£NTS 


RIRIE  DAM 


RESULTS  OF 
DOWNHOLE  SEISMIC 
SURVEY  DH-26IA 


davenport /hadiay 


.FIGURE  4 

Jonuary  1987  | 


0  2-4  4-8  7  2  9-6  12-0 

TIME  (MILLISECONDS) 

HB  BOTTOM  HORIZONTAL  ELEMENT  P  COMPRESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

V  VERTICAL  ELEMENT  3  shEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

HT  TOP  horizontal  element 

(MOUNTED  AT  RIGHT  ANGLE  TO  BOTTOM  ELEMENT) 


u  -  rtcord  from  upward  hommor  blow 


d  -  rocord  from  downward  hammer  blow 


TIME  (MILLISE''ONOS) 


P  COMPf?ESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 
S  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 


OM  ELEMENT) 

d  from  downward  hommor  blow 


°  2.4  4  8  7.2  9  6  12.0 

TIME  IMILLISECONDS) 

HB  BOTTOM  HORIZONTAL  ELEMENT  p  COMPRESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

V  vertical  ELEMENT  S  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

HT  TOP  HORIZONTAL  ELEMENT 

(MOUNTED  AT  RIGHT  ANGLE  TO  BOTTOM  ELEMENT) 

u  -  racord  from  upword  hammor  blow  d  -  record  from  downward  hammer  blow 


4  8  7  2  9  6  12  0  14.4 

TIME  (MILLISECONDS) 

P  COMPRESSIONAL  WAVE  ARRIVAL 
S  SHEAR  WAVE  ARRIVAL 

TOM  ELEMENT) 

)rd  from  downward  hommor  blow 


RIRIE  DAM _ 

EXAMPLE  OF 
CROSS- HOLE  SEISMIC 
RECORD  (ROCK) 

davenport  /  hadley 

- - —  FIGURE  6 


FIGURE  9 


